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1 THURSDAY, JANUARY 8, 2004 (9:41 a.m.) 

2 THE COMMISSIONER: Good morning. 

3 MR. HESJE: Good morning. Mr. Commissioner, I 

4 had indicated to you yesterday that I had advised 

5 Mr. Winegarden that I would ask that Chief 

6 Superintendent McFadyen be recalled if he had 

7 Issues concerning — that might have touched on 

8 Jason. He, indeed, does, although he has just 

9 informed me — it changes as we go here -- his 

10 client had not been here and he had not had a 

11 chance to talk to him, so he's now suggesting that 

12 he would prefer that McFadyen was called later, 

13 re-called later, but I'm at your -- 

14 MR. WINEGARDEN: Not much later. My Lord, just if I 

15 can take a few moments just to speak to Mr. Roy, 

16 get some direction and then proceed in that 

17 fashion. 

18 THE COMMISSIONER: Well, I suggest we take the few 

19 moments now then so that — 

20 MR. HESJE: All right. 

21 THE COMMISSIONER: — that can be concluded. We'll 

22 take ten minutes. 

23 (PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED AT 9:42 A.M. & RECONVENED AT 9:58 

24 A.M.) 

25 MR. HESJE: Sorry, Mr. Commissioner, for the 


Volume 33 




6257 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


delay, but we're ready then to recall Chief 
Inspector — Chief Superintendent McFadyen. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Very well. Good morning. 

THE WITNESS: Good morning. 

MR. HESJE: We've got to take roll call before 

we come, now Mr. Winegarden is not present. 

Perhaps we can deal with the — Chief 
Superintendent McFadyen also had some information, 
I understand, limited information, that he 
obtained in response to Mr. Plaxton's request. 
Maybe we could deal with that first. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Perhaps we better wait, though, in 

case Mr. Winegarden has some interest in that 
information as well. 

MR. HESJE: I suppose. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I'm not sure why we reconvened if 

he wasn't ready to go, but — 

MR. HESJE: Well — and I do apologize about 

that, we were looking for other people and they 
were here and I didn't note that he wasn't here. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well, I want to see that the 

witness is completed this morning so that he can 
wind this up. 

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: We're attempting to locate him. 

Sorry. 
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THE COMMISSIONER: Well, we'll adjourn again. Let's 

be sure this time that we can proceed. 

(PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED AT 9:59 A.M. & RECONVENED AT 10:06 

A.M. ) 

MR. WINEGARDEN: Thank you, Mr. Commissioner, I 

understand it's my turn. Sorry for the delay, I 
knew you'd appreciate any possible way to extend 
these proceedings a little further. 

THE COMMISSIONER: It's the wrong time of the week to 

be making a joke like that, Mr. Winegarden. 

MR. WINEGARDEN: I apologize. 

DARRELL WESLEY McFADYEN, previously sworn, testifies: 

MR. WINEGARDEN, examining: 

Q Inspector McFadyen, I'm Darren Winegarden, I 

represent Mr. Roy. I just have a few questions 
that arose from your cross-examination yesterday 
with Mr. Plaxton. I understand that while you 
were conducting the investigation, one of the 
avenues that you explored was the question of 
whether or not there was a police officer in 
attendance with Mr. Jarvis while a statement was 
taken from Jason, is that correct? 

A Yes, whether there was a second police officer in 
attendance, yes. 

Q Right. And that would have been a woman police 
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Exam D. McFadyen 
by Mr. Winegarden 


officer? 

Yes, that was our understanding. 

Okay. And why did you look into the question of 
whether it was a woman police officer? 

The information, and that didn't come to me 
directly, but the information, and I don't know 
whether it came from Jason Roy or the lady that 
was in the room at the time Jason Roy had been 
interviewed, was that there was a suggestion that 
there was two people there, one was a male and one 
was a female. We attempted to determine whether 

— if there was a female, who that was. 

Right. And did you have any names put to you? 

No, we had no names. 

Okay, of the people who were in attendance at the 
house — 

No — 

— while a statement — 

— we didn't. 

Did you have the name Dana Sunshine put before you 
at all? 

I'm sorry? 

Dana Sunshine. 

Oh, I'm sorry, names of people who were in the 
house with Jason at the time? 
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Q That's right, while -- 

A Yes, that's a name that I recall, yes. 

Q Oh, okay. And was that person ever interviewed? 

A I believe so. I'd have to check the file records 

to say yes to that, but I believe she was 
interviewed. 

Q Okay. Because I think it's Mr. Roy's evidence 
that Dana Sunshine was the other person who was 
there that evening, and that his evidence would 
indicate that it wasn't a police officer; in fact, 
that the third woman in the room was — or the 
third person in the room would have been Dana 
Sunshine. 

A That may be. 

GIBSON: If I may, just for clarification, 

I believe the name is Dina Sunshine. 

WINEGARDEN: Dina Sunshine. 

GIBSON: Just so there's no confusion. 

WINEGARDEN: Dina. I apologize. 

Q MR. WINEGARDEN: There is one other bit of 

questioning that I wanted to ask. With respect to 
investigative techniques while you're asking 
questions of witnesses and so forth, there are a 
host of tools that are used by an investigator, is 
that fair to say? There are a host of — 
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There are many ways to approach the same problem. 


yes. 

Okay. So there's — 

Many techniques available, yes. 

There are many different ways to interview 
witnesses and so forth, is that fair? 

That's fair. 

Okay. And so one of the tools that you have at 
your disposal would be the pure version statement, 
is that right? 

Yes. 

And there are other forms of statements that can 
be taken as well, is that right? 

Yes. 

So, for example, to sit down and have a discussion 
with the person and record those conversations? 
That's one way of doing it, yes. 

Okay. And there's other ways? 

Yes. 

Now when you say a pure version statement, you 
don't say it's a pure version statement because 
it's the purest form of a statement as possible, 
is that right? 

It's — it's a witness's unprompted recall of 
events known to them. 
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Unprompted recall? Unprompted recall? 

Yes 

And that would be another situation then, when 
you'd have to prompt the recall of that witness, 
and how would that transpire? Why would you have 
to prompt a witness? 

It could be that a significant amount of time has 
elapsed, a witness may not recall certain events. 
There may be many reasons to prompt a witness to 
elicit what you feel the witness may have to 
offer. 

All right. So, for example, it might be difficult 
to ask somebody where they were on a specific date 
ten years before without giving them some 
surrounding information, is that fair to say? 

That's correct. 

And it's just reasonable to try and put that into 
somebody's mental context — 

That's correct. 

— before you ask some questions. So, for 
example, if it were shortly after an event, it 
would be more reasonable to say, "Where were you 
last week" without having to put any context into 
place, is that right? 

That's reasonable, yes. 
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6263 Exam D. McFadyen 

by Mr. Winegarden 

Q Now just hypothetically speaking, if someone were 
to try and falsify a statement, to falsify 
evidence, to force somebody to falsify a pure 
version statement, that would be the most 
convincing fraud, would that be fair to say, sort 
of force somebody to use their own hand to make a 
statement. That would be fairly convincing fraud, 
would it not? 

A I wouldn't reference it as a fraud. It might be a 
deceit, yes. 

Q A deceit. So if somebody — if you were to sit 
someone down, force them to write something in 
their own hand and then ask them some questions 
afterwards and make some notes where things were 
left a little open-ended, that would be the best 
kind of deceitful statement to make then, would it 
not? 

A If that was the intention, I suppose, yes. 

Q Okay. Because, you know, clearly if the interview 

were tape-recorded or something like that, then 
you'd be able to hear the person being forced to 
be deceitful. 

A Yes. 

MR. WINEGARDEN: Right. I think those are all the 

questions I have, sir, thank you very much. 
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1 THE COMMISSIONER: Anything else, Mr. Hesje? 

2 MR. HESJE, re-examination: 

3 Q I believe you also — 

4 THE COMMISSIONER: There was information that was 

5 requested. 

6 Q MR. HESJE: Did you have some further 

7 information? 

8 A There was some information requested yesterday 

9 with respect to the numbers of hours that we had 

10 expended to primarily the Stonechild investigation 

11 and overall the entire Project Ferric, and I'm 

12 sorry, sir, I can't really tell you that. We kept 

13 track of those hours until approximately mid May, 

14 from February to mid May of 2000, and as 

15 investigators went back to their home units, we 

16 discontinued that, even though there were many 

17 inquests that followed and many more 

18 investigations. So I can't — I can't even begin 


19 to give you a guesstimate of the number of hours 

20 that we've applied to this investigation, in 

21 particular, or to the overall project. 

22 With respect to the expenses that 

23 were recorded to the project, any expenses, not 

24 including salary, were tracked, and I have a rough 

25 estimate of $749,000 that has been expended to 
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6265 Further exam D. McFadyen 

by Mr. Plaxton 

travel and overtime and the hiring of supplemental 
help for clerical purposes. 

Q And just to be clear, that's on the — what was 
described as the task force, the Project Ferric. 

A That's correct. That's not with respect to this 

investigation only, that's all of the matters that 
were looked into by the task force. 

MR. PLAXTON: If I may, Mr. Commissioner? 

MR. PLAXTON, further examining: 

Q As to the stats you did collect until May of 2000, 
do you have an idea of how many hours those were? 

A No, I don't, because the question was do I have 

any idea of how many hours were expended to this, 
and the answer to that is no, I don't. 

Q Okay, fair ball, it's — it was a huge project, 
though, is that fair? 

A Yes. That's fair to say, yes. 

MR. PLAXTON: Okay, thank you, sir. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Thank you. We'll continue with 

Mr. Pratt? 

MR. HESJE: Yes. 

GARY LESLIE PRATT, previously sworn, testifies: 

MR. CURTIS, examining: 

Q Good morning, Mr. Pratt. 

A Good morning. 
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MR. CURTIS: Just before I get to your 

questions, I just wanted one preliminary matter 
dealt with. My Lord. I know the polygraph issue 
came out in evidence yesterday, not through direct 
questioning, I just wanted to confirm by way of 
confirming that what's good for the goose is good 
for the gander here, that simply because that 
evidence came up, that it has no — there is no 
change in the restrictions that have been placed 
on questioning on that topic. 

THE COMMISSIONER: That is correct. 

MR. CURTIS: Okay, thank you. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I took that to be a spontaneous 

statement on the part of Mr. Pratt that he just 
made in the course of his evidence. 

MR. CURTIS: Right. Thank you. 

Q MR. CURTIS: Before we get into the questions, 

Mr. Pratt, I would like to on behalf of Stella and 
Norman and the family, and Mr. Worme and myself, 
thank you very much for hanging in there with this 
process. I know it's been likely a bit stressful 
for you here and there, so thank you very much for 
hanging in there and attending. Just by way of 
addressing a couple of things that came up 
yesterday in evidence, you did confirm yesterday. 


Volume 33 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


6267 Exam G. Pratt 

by Mr. Curtis 

I believe, and I'll just ask you to confirm again 
today, that the rumours that we've heard about 
here in evidence quite a bit, that you were 
somehow involved in the death of Neil Stonechild, 
are just untrue, is that right? 

A Yes, that's totally untrue, yeah. 

Q Okay. And might go so far as to say that at this 
point in time you think they're ridiculous? 

A Exactly. 

Q Okay. And just to confirm that Neil Stonechild 
was a friend of yours and you actually knew him 
when you were 12 to 13 years old and he would have 
been around 6 or 7 years old, is that correct? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And you mentioned that you taught him 

wrestling in high school, could you explain a bit 
about how that worked? Like were you assisting 
the teachers in the teaching process or were you 
just a part of the wrestling team, or how did that 
work? 

A Yeah, we had a wrestling program at Bedford Road 
Collegiate and he was attending Westmount 
Community School, and we had a program there where 
we took the kids from the grade school and brought 
them into high school and taught them wrestling 
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6268 Exam G. Pratt 

by Mr. Curtis 

and that for when they graduated into high school. 

Q Okay. Give them a bit of a — sort of a 

preliminary exposure to wrestling and a bit of 
training before they got into the high school 
program? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And yesterday you said, and I'd just ask 

you to confirm again here today, that you never 
had any major altercation or bone to pick with 
Neil Stonechild at any time? 

A No. 

Q Okay. And to confirm again, you lived with your 
mother in November of 1990 and she had a 
telephone, is that — 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And — but there was never any — 

THE COMMISSIONER: Aren't these matters already 

canvassed in the previous evidence? Hasn't he 
said that quite clearly before? 

MR. CURTIS: Yeah, just to confirm them with 

him, one more question in that regard and then 
we're moving on. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I don't see any point in repeating 

the same thing. He made that quite clear in his 
evidence yesterday. 
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CURTIS: All right. 

Q MR. CURTIS: Now do you have any notion who 

would have fabricated these rumours that you were 
somehow involved in Neil's demise? 

A No, I don't. 

Q Okay. And you did confirm yesterday that you were 
fully cooperative with the RCMP in their 
investigation when they started to contact you? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And you had good reason to cooperate with 
them, is that right? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Could you explain what those reasons were? 

A Well, first of all, being that I had nothing to do 
with the death of Neil and I was more than willing 
to cooperate to help to find out what happened to 
Neil. 

Q Okay. And I take it part and parcel of that would 
be that you would be more than happy to assist in 
finding out who was involved here, given 
especially the rumours about yourself? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And in — you gave a statement to the RCMP 
in March of 2000, and I take it that you have no 
idea why Neil would end up in the north end of the 
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city like that? 

A No, I don't. 

Q Okay. And he had no good reason, in your view, 
for being up there? 

A No. 

Q Okay. And at that time in March of 2000, you did 
say that — in response to one of the theories 
about how he ended up there — that if he was 
going to be turning himself into the authorities 
at all, he would have done so at Kilburn Hall 
rather than going all the way up to the Correction 
Centre, being as he was a youth? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Now given your knowledge of Neil, up to and 
including 1990, did he seem like the type that 
would just wander off without any particular 
purpose in mind? 

A No. 

Q Okay. Did you ever -- 

A That's what I don't understand. 

Q Did you ever drink with him? 

A I drank with Neil on several occasions, yeah. 

Q Okay. And what would you say about his sort of 
ability to manage alcohol? 

A He was pretty — he could handle himself pretty 
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good, yeah. 

Q Okay. Would you describe him as somebody who'd — 
who was sort of able to hold his alcohol? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Now this is likely going to come up 

somewhat later in questioning from other counsel 
here, but I just want to touch on a couple of 
issues here. It seems from the evidence that we 
have had so far that there was a -- I guess a 
group of people that you hung out with basically 
that would have included people like Eddie Rushton 
and other people that have been mentioned at this 
inquiry. If you were to kind of describe a group 
of people that you hung out with at that point in 
time, who would — what other names would be 
included in that? 

A There would be, like you said, Eddie Rushton, Neil 
Stonechild, Emmet Rushton, Randy Jack, Gary Jack, 
Pat Caisse. 

Q Okay. Well, that — and that's fine, I mean there 
was quite a number of — 

A M' hm. 

Q — people in the group. And would it be safe to 
say that quite a number of the people involved in 
this group were sort of — we could describe them 
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as troublemakers or people that got in trouble 
with the law here and there? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And Neil, I think you mentioned, was 
included in that group? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And Neil was somebody who you've described 

as your little brother? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Now for yourself, I guess, and as much as 
you can speak for the other people involved in 
this group, would you be able to give us some 
description of your relationship with the 
Saskatoon Police? 

A I guess not very good. I've had several dealings 
with the Saskatoon City Police and they weren't 
good dealings. 

Q Okay. All right. And I think you've said in a 

statement, a couple of situations where you've had 
police perhaps engage in behaviour that you would 
describe as mistreatment of yourself, is that fair 
to say? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. In one particular instance you had a police 
officer say, "You think you're tough" and kicked 
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1 you in the groin, is that — 

2 A That's correct. 

3 Q Okay. Now — and you did say, I believe 

4 yesterday, and in a previous statement, that you 

5 had — you've seen Neil in the back of a Saskatoon 

6 Police cruiser before? 

7 A Yes. 

8 Q Okay. And I took it yesterday that you weren't 

9 able to be specific about the time when that would 

10 have happened? 

11 A No. 

12 Q Okay. But suffice it to say you'd seen him in 

13 police custody before? 

14 A Yes. 

15 Q Okay. Was it just the one occasion or more than 

16 once? 

17 A It was just on the one occasion. 

18 Q Okay. Now I want to talk a little bit about 

19 Neil's personality. Are you able to give us a bit 

20 of a description of him? 

21 A Neil was a very outgoing, happy individual, 

22 carefree. He laughed a lot, joked around a lot. 

23 Q Okay. 

24 A You know, just a fun guy to be around. 

25 Q Okay. And considering -- I mean it's two guys 
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talking here, but would you describe him as a 
good-looking fellow? 

A Oh, yeah. 

Q Okay. A good athlete? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. He excelled at wrestling? 

A Yes, he did. 

Q Okay. Had a good sense of humour? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Would you describe him as being smart? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Is he, I guess to coin a phrase, somebody 
that you would describe as being full of piss and 
vinegar? 

A Yeah, you could put it that way, yeah. Yeah. 

Q Okay. So he wasn't exactly the shy, timid or 

withdrawn type then? 

A No. 

Q Would you say he had a relatively quick wit? 

A Yeah. 

Q Okay. A quick tongue? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. He would be the type that some people might 
describe as mouthy? 

A A little bit, yes. Yeah. 
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Q Okay. Well, I'm just learning. I mean you had 
the opportunity to observe him in, I guess, a 
school setting, and you were — I guess if you 
were coaching him, you would be, I suppose, in a 
position of authority, if you like, in that 
particular situation, or mentor or whatever. Did 
you ever have occasion to see Neil say anything to 
teachers or adults or anything that would be, I 
don't know, rebellious or something like that? 

A No, Neil was pretty respectful towards elders and 
teachers and — 

Q Okay. What about with the police? In your view 
would he be the type to mouth off at them? 

A Oh, he wouldn't sit back, he'd speak his mind. 

Q Okay. Now just to expand a bit on this 

relationship with the police, I take it -- like 
you've already said you've had your share of 
altercations with them, and I think -- I guess in 
your view perhaps being assaulted, did you — did 
you ever get mouthy with the police? 

A Yes, I did, yeah. 

Q Okay. So there would be, I suppose, in your 

dealings with the police, a bit of an element of 
provocation sometimes if the police lashed out at 
you, it might be in response to something that 
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you'd said? 

A That could possibly be. 

Q Okay. Now — and you said yesterday, I mean you 
mentioned the phrase "west end", and I just want 
to see if we can get a bit of an idea of what goes 
on in the west end with sort of what might be 
described as cultural events, or just sort of the 
social fabric that's going on there. In your 
relationship with the police and perhaps other 
members of this group, I think it's fair to say 
that you and the police had several interactions 
over the years, is that fair to say? 

A Yes. 

Q And would you be quite often dealing with the same 
police officers, it wasn't somebody new each and 
every time? 

A Yeah, it was on numerous occasions the same 

officers involved, yeah. 

Q Okay. And in your view, the — I guess the 

exchange, if you like, between yourself and the 
police would — sometimes would it become 
personal, like the police would get to know you 
and you'd get to know various police officers, and 
they would know you by your reputation, is that 
fair? 
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A That's fair to say, yes. 

Q Okay. And in your view would it be fair to say 
that in that way it would become personal, like 
they would know you and have a certain conception 
of who you were and they would act accordingly? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And I take it from various sources, I 

suppose, that life in the west end for you was a 
fairly violent place? 

A Yes. 

Q There was lots of violence around you? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And you've been involved in a few dust-ups, 
fist fights, that kind of thing? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And you, in fact, have been assaulted where 

— maybe not a fist fight, but you've been 
assaulted yourself by civilians, like non-police 
people? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And in this environment of violence, is it 

fair to say that the police would be — become a 
part of that as you grew up and had your exposure, 
I suppose, to the criminal justice system, that 
there were occasions, and I think you've said that 
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already, but where police would be involved in the 
violence? 

A Yes. 

Q Now, in the — in the west end of the city, it 
would be fair to say that poverty is fairly 
prevalent? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Lots of people you knew lived in what would 

be generally described as poverty? 

A Yeah. 

Q Okay. And you were — you were, I suppose, 
dwelling in those unfortunate circumstances 
yourself? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. So there's a lot of desperation, I suppose, 
that gets associated with poverty as far as people 
just trying to get by, or get themselves out of 
that particular cycle of poverty? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And there's lot of what might be described 

as rough justice, is that fair? 

A That's fair to say. 

Q Yeah. I think you gave us a fairly classic 

example of that yesterday with this situation with 
Mr. Rushton and firearms and axes, and that 
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particular event that you described was not — not 
that unusual, was it? 

A No, it isn't. 

Q Okay. Now I don't want to -- I hate to use the 

word, but in the relationship with yourself and/or 
the group and the police, would you go so far as 
to say that it — it almost becomes a, like a -- I 
don't want to say a game, but that's the only word 
I can think of -- it becomes a bit of a game that, 
I mean, if somebody in the group commits a crime 
they know the police are going to be looking for 
them, and — and the police are, they have their 
usual suspects so they're — they'll go out and 
try and track them down, right? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And as part of that particular dynamic, 

the, I guess, job one for the people in the group 
is to avoid getting caught, and job one for the 
police is to catch somebody, that simple? 

A Yeah. 

Q Okay. And I guess fair to say that yourself and - 
- and other people in the group, including Neil, 
probably make the police officer's job fairly 
difficult? 

A I would say so, yes. 
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Q Yeah, okay. And you've had occasions to witness 
likely as a result of those dynamics and — and 
making the police officer's job difficult, that 
they have occasion to lash out every now and then? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. So in your mind there's a fairly good 

possibility, knowing Neil, that if he was involved 
with the police on November 24th, 1990, that he 
might be the type to speak his mind, especially if 
he had been drinking? 

A Definitely. 

Q Okay. So and if he had had an interaction with 
the police that night, he may well have said 
something that would perhaps be not particularly 
welcome by the police, just to put it mildly? 

A That could possibly be, yes. 

Q Okay. Now, have you had any interactions that you 
can recall with either Constables Hartwig or 
Senger; do you know them? 

A No, I don't. 

Q Okay. Now I just want to explore a little area 

that — you know Father Andre, right? 

A Yes, I do. 

Q Okay. When this investigation by the ROMP first 
began, and you sort of understood the nature of 
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the rumours, I believe, the — did you notice any 
unusual police activity around your, either the 
people that you were close to or your — your own 
circumstances? 

A Just basically around more. 

Q Okay. 

A More — more of a presence. 

Q Okay. 

A Around me, family. 

Q Okay. Can you give us any details about that? 

Like — 

A Basically, for example, asking members of my 

family, you know, where I was and how did I get 

away with it, and, you know, how did I get away 
with the death of my deceased wife and child, and 
how did I get away with the death of my girlfriend 
and Neil, and you know just kind of — 

Q These are questions that came up just after the — 
after you'd had your contact with the ROMP and had 
become part of the investigative procedures? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. This is not the type of questioning that 
you'd heard since 1990 to 2000? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And anything else? So we have Saskatoon — 
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this is Saskatoon Police Service asking these 
questions? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And asking your family these kinds of 
questions. Any other situations? 

A Well, basically being taken downtown by the 

Saskatoon City Police and questioned for six hours 
and — 

Q When — when did that happen? 

A With the death of my girlfriend, Maria Lamothe 
[ph], she died of alcohol poisoning. 

Q Okay, and when was that, roughly? Was that early 
'90 — or — 

A No, this was just probably '94, 95. 

Q Okay. 

A 1995. 

Q Okay. And, sorry, when did the questioning occur? 

A They basically took me downtown, kept me in a 

little room for six hours, and just kept asking 
me, "How did you do it? We're going to get you. 
How did you do it?" 

Q Okay, now this is questioning that took place '94, 
'95, like around the same time or — 

A M' hm. 

Q — or in the year 2000, afterwards? 
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A It was just '95. 

Q Okay. 

A Around there, yeah. 

Q Okay. Okay, what other types of, I guess, unusual 
Saskatoon Police Service activity did you — did 
you notice, like after the year 2000, after the 
ROMP had made contact with you? That's sort of 
the time range that I'm interested in. I know you 
spoke about these — these questions of your 
family, and those were after the ROMP made contact 
with you, is that right? 

A M' hm. 

Q Okay. And any other incidents or unusual 

circumstances in that time period? 

A Basically just not being able to walk down the 
street without being pulled over by a police 
officer and jacked up against the car, searched 
and, you know, told "Where's the knives, where's 
the guns?" 

Q M' hm. 

A You know, like, give me a break. 

Q Okay. 

A I can't even walk down the street. 

Q Okay. And Father Andre went so far as to say that 
you and your -- I think your girlfriend at that 
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time, came to him and wanted an alternate 
residence, is that true? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. What prompted that? 

A Basically in the last two months, since this 

investigation — 

MR. FOX Father Andre was referring to Jason 

Roy, was he not? I stand to be corrected but — 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well, we heard that evidence, but 

I'm not sure that this is something more. 

MR. FOX: Yeah. No, I don't think we've 

heard Father Andre say that Gary Pratt approached 
him, and I don't think we have that as evidence 
before us. 

MR. CURTIS: No, that's correct, Mr. 

Commissioner. That's — that's right. 

Q Did you have contact with Father Andre? 

A Yes, we did, and that was, you know, concerning my 
wife what is — informing me that, you know, there 
was somebody around our house, you know, on Avenue 
J North, and you know, I've never ever heard or 
seen of anybody, and I kind of thought my wife 
was, you know, going a little bit crazy or 
something, and one night I stayed home and sure 
enough, yeah, there was somebody around our house. 
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And, you know, I — you know, they booted my back 
door in to my house, 4 o'clock in the morning, and 
said, "You're both fuckin' dead." And I grabbed a 
knife, and I grabbed my wife, and I told her, 
"Let's go." Ran to the pay phone, phoned the city 
police, informed them that there was somebody 
around my house, that they just kicked in my back 
door, and that we were leaving. And they said, 

"Oh, well," they said, "phone us tomorrow." Next 
day, 3 o'clock in the afternoon, my wife's 
sleeping on the couch, my house is torched. 

Arson. 

Q Okay. 

A Well, phoned the city police next day, "Oh, well, 
that's too bad." "Well, thanks a lot." 

Q And the time frame that this would have occurred, 
do you recall that? 

A It was all within 24 hours. 

Q Okay, and roughly what month of what year? 

A It was actually a couple months ago this year, a 

month ago this year. 

Q Okay. 

A My wife's no longer in the city anymore; she 

doesn't want to be here. She doesn't feel safe. 

Q Okay. And — and I apologize for -- Mr. Fox is 
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quite right, I was actually thinking of the Jason 
Roy situation when I mentioned Father Andre, but 
because of this particular situation did you 
contact Father Andre? 

A Yes, I did. 

Q And was Father Andre able to lend you some 
assistance? 

A Yes, he was. 

Q Okay. Now, that's a fairly significant event. I 
take it you — the identity of the people that 
kicked your back door in, you're unaware of? 

THE COMMISSIONER: What's the relevance of this, Mr. 

Curtis? I don't understand. What is the 
relevance of this? 

MR. CURTIS: Just — 

THE COMMISSIONER: Is this intended to show that the 

Saskatoon Police Service responded very slowly to 
his complaints about some sort of threats? 

MR. CURTIS: Well I think this just arose during 

questioning about any unusual Saskatoon Police 
Service activity since Mr. Pratt's made contact 
with the RCMP, so that's — I mean, that's 
continuing to be my line of questioning is, I was 
just seeing if there are any other examples of 
that. Now, this, I didn't ask a direct question 
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that elicited this answer, but that — that is my 
— the field that I'm exploring is just Saskatoon 
Police Service — 


THE COMMISSIONER: 
MR. WATSON: 

that? 

THE COMMISSIONER: 
MR. CURTIS: 


I don't see — 

Again, what's the relevance of 


Exactly. I don't see it. 

Well, I don't want to belabour the 
point either, but I mean we — I suppose we still 
have a live issue and we're likely never going to 
get any determinative answers here, but we still 
have a live issue of possible Saskatoon Police 
Service involvement in the death of Neil 
Stonechild, and there being more than one person, 
not a conspiracy theory as Mr. McFadyen noted the 
other day, but I think there was referred to, and 
there has continued to be referred to, and I 
believe Mister -- Chief Inspector McFadyen 
confirmed that, you know, the idea of a coverup, I 
suppose, is, to some degree, some extent of 
coverup is still a bit of a live issue. So — 

THE COMMISSIONER: Are these questions intended to 

show that the Saskatoon Police Service was in some 
way implicated in the invasions of Mr. Pratt's 
home and the threatening activities that took 
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1 place; is that what you're saying? 

2 MR. CURTIS: No, as I said. My Lord, I didn't 

3 ask that question. That was — sort of came up in 

4 the general questions that I had about possible 

5 Saskatoon Police Service activity. 

6 THE COMMISSIONER: I don't see the relevance of it. 

7 MR. CURTIS: Okay. 
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THE COMMISSIONER: You're not required to answer that, 

any further questions on that, Mr. Pratt. Unless 
you have some information that the Saskatoon 
Police Service was involved in some way in the 
attacks on your home or something else. Do you 
have any such information? 

THE WITNESS: No. 

THE COMMISSIONER: All right. 

Q MR. CURTIS: So then, I guess, to get back to 

the original matter, you have no more examples of 
any usual police activity since you've made 
contact with the RCMP and since this matter has 
become public? 

A No. 

MR. CURTIS: Thank you, Mr. Pratt, I think 

that's all I have for you. 

THE WITNESS: Thank you. 
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THE COMMISSIONER: Who would like to proceed next? 

MR. PLAXTON, examining: 

Q Mr. Pratt, my name's Plaxton. I represent the 

Police Union in these proceedings. I have a few 
questions, if I may, and perhaps if we can start 
casting our minds back a bit to what you've 
referred to, or what may have been referred to as 
the west-end culture that existed in Saskatoon, 
say late 1980s up to about 1990 when Neil died. 
What you have described, I think, is quite a 
violent society; would that be accurate? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay, and we had a number of groups of people 

involved in criminal activity. Your brother, I 
believe, was the common-law of Margaret McDonald, 
is that correct? 

A Yes. 

Q And there was a group of persons associated with 
her that it was alleged were involved in habitual 
criminal activity? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And there were other groups as well, 

correct? 

A Yes. 

Q And I think they have been referred to, indeed, by 
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yourself as the pimp wars or the hooker wars, is 
that correct? 

That's correct. 

There were a number of deaths during this period 
of time? 

Yes. 

Stabbings? 

Yes. 

There was a culture amongst certain people that 
involved a good deal of drugs, prostitution, 
firearms? 

Yes. 

Okay. At that point in time, the various factors 
in the city involved in this violence, were they 
not arming themselves up as well, with firearms? 
Yes. 

Okay. There was a good deal of trade going on 
with firearms at that time? 

You could say that. 

Would that involve all groups? 

Yes. 

Okay. As I understand, correct me if I'm wrong, 
there was sort of two or three primary groups 
involved in this activity, and then some other 
minor groups that may fall into one or the other? 
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Yes. 

Okay. You were approximately how old at that 
point? About 20 years old? 

Yeah. 

Okay, and were these people, for the most part, 
young persons, or were they sort of 18 to 30, 
would that be sort of the group we're talking 
about? 

Yeah. 

Okay, and the younger people had some peripheral, 
or some side involvement with these more major 
groups, would that be accurate? 

Yes. 

Okay. There was a lot of break and entry going 
on? 

Yes. 

Now, the B and Es, were they being primarily 
committed by the younger persons, or by the older 
persons associated with these groups? 

Everybody. 

Okay. So the — basically these people were 
making a living on what, break and entry, 
prostitution, drugs and arms trade? 

You could say that, yes. 

Okay. Were there any other business activities 
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that these people were involved in? 

A Not to my knowledge. 

Q Okay. You yourself were involved to a certain 

extent in this sort of activity as well, is that 
correct? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay, now, I have with me a copy of what I believe 

to be your criminal record. Perhaps I can show 

that to you, sir. 

This document, Mr. Chairman, I 
believe is a document generated by the Saskatoon 
Police Service. It has a cover page on it, at 
least the copy the witness and yourself has. I 
think it indicates that youth entries have been 
deleted from the document in question. 

Could I just have you take a look 
at that document, Mr. Pratt, to tell me if you 
believe it to be accurate as to your adult 
involvement with the law? 

A Yeah, that would be it. 

MR. PLAXTON: Could we have that marked, please, 

sir? 

THE COMMISSIONER: P-135. 

EXHIBIT P-135: ADULT RECORD OF GARY PRATT 

Q MR. PLAXTON: Now, Mr. Pratt, in addition to the 
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adult entries we have, as I understand, you would 
have had some involvement with the law as a young 
person as well, is that correct? 

A Yes. 

Q And had you spent time in custody as a result of 
that? 

THE COMMISSIONER: I don't think those are appropriate 

questions to be asking him about as a youthful 
offender. 

Q MR. PLAXTON: Okay. You had involvement with the 

police prior, we can just leave it at that; is 
that accurate? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. Now, your adult record that we have before 

us, appears the last entry is an assault in the 
year 2002, where, if I'm correct, you received, on 
a count of assault and mischief, six months 
incarceration; would that be accurate? 

A Yes. 

Q Do you have anything since then, sir? 

A No. 

Q Okay. You've — looking briefly at the record, it 
would seem you have a fair number of convictions 
for such things as assault, breach of probation, 
possession of stolen goods, that sort of thing? 
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Yes. 

Okay. The society of the persons involved in the 
prostitution and so forth, guns were quite 
prevalent throughout this period of time? 

Yes. 

And were guns used by people from time to time to 
buy their way out of trouble, or were they 
uncovered to the police or anything like that? 

No. 

Not to your recollection? 

Not to my recollection. 

Okay. Were guns normally stashed in certain 
locations, or would they be found in dwelling 
houses, or what was the deal with them generally? 
They'd be situated in different areas. 

Okay, and was one of the area of gun stashes the 
north industrial area of town? 

Not to my knowledge. 

Okay, what were the areas? I'm not asking for 
actual addresses or anything, but the basic areas 
where the gun stashes were? 

Down in Riversdale area, Westmount area. 

Okay. 

Pleasant Hill area. 

Now, there were also some bootleg operations going 
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on during this period of time? 

Yes. 

Okay. Booze cans, I think is one way to refer to 
them? 

Yes. 

And they were located throughout various areas of 
the town as well? 

Yes. 

Okay. There's one in particular -- I assume you 
would have been familiar with these, the existence 
of these places, is that correct? 

Yes. 

Okay. The incident at Eddie Rushton's involving 
guns you were asked about briefly when you were 
speaking with Mr. Hesje, I believe. That 
incident, as I understand, occurred a few months 
before Neil died; is that your recollection? 

Yes. 

Neil was there — well, was Neil there before you 
arrived, or did he arrive at or about the same 
time, or after you did? 

X do believe Neil was already present when I 
arrived. 

Neil was trying to sell some guns to Eddie Rushton 
or other people there, wasn't he? 
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1 

A 

No. 


2 

Q 

Okay. 

There were guns for sale, weren't there. 

3 


down 

in the basement? 

4 

A 

Yes, 

there was. 

5 

Q 

Okay, 

and those guns had come from a break and 

6 


enter 

somewhere? 

7 

A 

Yes. 


8 

Q 

Okay. 

And someone was trying to sell those guns 

9 


to Eddie, or someone else, weren't they? 

10 

A 

Yes. 


11 

Q 

Okay, 

who was trying to sell the guns? 

12 

A 

I do 

believe it was Shane Bird and another 

13 


individual. 

14 

Q 

Okay. 

That other individual was not Neil? 

15 

A 

No. 


16 

Q 

Okay, 

was that individual you? 

17 

A 

No. 


18 

Q 

Okay. 

Do you know who this other individual was? 

19 

A 

No, I 

don't. 

20 

Q 

Okay. 

The — was Neil talking to others about 

21 


some 

sort of a scam or something similar involving 

22 


other 

stolen goods or something? 

23 

A 

I don't recall. 

24 

Q 

Okay. 

You were not present or you just don't 

25 


recall? 
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1 A I don't recall. 

2 Q Okay. Did you yourself go downstairs to check the 

3 guns out? 

4 A Yes, I did. 

5 Q Okay. And when was that in relation to Eddie 

6 Rushton pointing the gun at you or other people? 

7 A That was earlier in the evening. 

8 Q How long were you in the house before Eddie chased 

9 you out? 

10 A I was in there probably two, three hours. 

11 Q Okay. Two or three hours. A lot of drinking 

12 going on? 

13 A Yes. 

14 Q Okay. Neil was there throughout this period of 

15 time? 

16 A Yes. 

17 Q And how was it that Eddie came to be pointing this 

18 gun at you? 

19 A It was — he was upset, I guess, that I had taken 

20 his girlfriend away from him. 

21 Q Okay. And that wasn't Trina Starblanket, was it? 

22 A No, it wasn't. It was deceased Candace 

23 Opponechaw. 

24 Q Candace? Okay. She's no longer with us? 

25 A No, she's not. 
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Okay. Did she — did you marry her in due course? 
No, I didn't. 

Oh, okay. Now the wife you lost, that was another 
person, then, obviously. 

Candace was one of them and Maria was another. 
Okay. It was Candace who died in the fire? 

Yes. 

Okay. And Maria died of alcohol poisoning. 

Yes. 

You went down to — was it the bar or somewhere 
else to get your friends to come back to the 
Rushton house? 

It was to the Oriental House on 20 th Street. 

Okay. They came back, and the way you recounted 
this was, you know, so-and-so came in, he grabbed 
an axe, he hit Eddie Rushton on the head, we 
carried on and — and there was, you know, chaos, 

I think is how you described it. Now, you 
described that in terms it seemed like this was 
not a spectacular event, or this was something you 
had seen before, or this was commonplace in your 
life. Is that accurate or am I misperceiving 
that? 

Growing up in my life it was just nothing, common. 
Death was common, axings were common. 
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A You could say that. 

Q Now, you also — or did you yourself end up 
pointing a gun at someone that night? 

A Not to my knowledge. 

Q Do you recall whether you would have grabbed some 

of the guns out of that house or anyone with you 
would have grabbed the guns out of that house? 

A Yes. 

Q What happened there? 

A Spencer Bear was holding the gun, shotgun. I 
myself was holding a shotgun. 

Q Okay. And what were you and -- holding the 

shotgun. Were you pointing it at someone or what 
was going on? 

A No, we were taking them. 

Q You were taking them from Eddie Rushton? 

A Yes. 

Q Like you were stealing them, was this what it was? 

A Pardon me? 

Q You were stealing them or -- 

A If you want to call it that. 

Q Okay. Well, I -- I don't pretend to know who 

would have owned them, but you were taking the 
guns from Eddie's house — 

A Yeah. 
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1 Q — and you were going to take them as your own? 

2 A Yeah. 

3 Q Okay. Were you pointing these guns at Eddie, at 

4 Neil, at anyone else? 

5 A No, I wasn't. 

6 Q Were these guns loaded? 

7 A Not to my knowledge. 

8 Q Well, what did you do with them once you took them 

9 out of there? 

10 A They were put into the trunk of a car and taken 

11 away. 

12 Q To? 

13 A My brother took them to his girlfriend's place. 

14 Q Okay. And that would be your brother Errol? 

15 A Yes. 

16 Q Did you go along? 

17 A Yes. 

18 Q Okay. And did you ever check to see if they were 

19 loaded or not? 

20 A No. 

21 Q Okay. Is this commonplace also, you'd be driving 

22 around with shotguns in your trunk? 

23 A Yes. 

24 Q What eventually happened to these guns? Were they 

25 traded or anything or -- 
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I do believe Saskatoon City Police got them. 

Okay. Neil, that night, was he assaulted by 
anyone? 

Randy Lafond went after Neil and I jumped in there 
and threw Randy back and told him to leave him 
alone, that Neil had nothing to do with the 
situation. And that was the end of it. 

Now, did you hear anyone — or rather did you have 
any involvement with Eddie Rushton? Did you beat 
him at all? 

No, I didn't. 

Did your brother, Randy — not your brother. 
Rather, did Randy beat Eddie at all? 

I do believe so. 

Okay. And were you present when that occurred? 

No, I wasn't. 

Okay. Would that be Randy Lafond? 

Yes. 

Okay. And do you recall anyone saying to either 
Eddie Rushton or anyone else in that house that 
day words to the effect that, "You don't see 
anything here or you don't know anything, or you 
don't tell anything to anyone or you're dead?" 

That could possibly be, yes. 

Okay. And who would have said that to whom? 
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My deceased brother to Pat Caisse and Eddie 
Rushton. 

Okay. And your deceased brother is Errol;s that 
correct? 

Yes. 

Okay. And basically he was threatening their 
lives if they would speak out about what happened 
there. 

Yes. 

And you were present during that? 

Yes. 

So was Neil? 

No. 

Okay. Where was Neil at this point? 

Neil was sleeping upstairs in a bedroom with 
Petrina Starblanket. 

Okay. And when did this threat occur? 

It was in the root cellar. 

Okay. The root cellar, was that before or after 
you went down to the Oriental House to get 
reinforcements? 

After. 

Okay. I've maybe missed some part of the 
narrative here. You go down to the — okay, Eddie 
points the — the rifle at you. It was a rifle. 
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wasn't it? 

M' hm. 

Okay. A .30-06 or something? 

Something like that. 

Okay. Eddie points the rifle at you, you get out 
of the house, you go down to the Oriental House, 
get two or three friends, come back. One of your 
friends hits Eddie with the axe, chaos breaks out, 
you and one of your associates take a couple 
shotguns. You leave the house with the shotguns; 
is that correct? 

No. 

Okay. What — what have I missed? Have I missed 
something in what occurred? 

When we went back to the house, we entered the 
house, Randy entered first, Eddie Rushton was 
coming up from the root cellar, and the axe — 
Randy axed him in the head with the axe, sent him 
back down the stairs, Pat Caisse was coming up 
behind him and Randy and my brother went charging 
into the root cellar to where they were, where all 
the guns were and ensued in beating them and 
grabbing guns and passing guns up through, from 
the root cellar. And then they came upstairs with 
Eddie Rushton and rolled him up in the carpet and 
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then Randy just totally went berserk and Neil was 
coming walking out of the bedroom and then that's 
when Randy went to go and attack Neil. I stopped 
him from doing that. And we just basically took 
all the guns, threw them in the trunk of the car. 
My brother ordered Pat Caisse to drive the car and 
we left. 

Okay. So Neil comes down the stairs, he's been 
upstairs with a couple friends. He comes down the 
stairs. At this point Eddie Rushton's rolled in a 
carpet, he's been hit over the head with an axe. 

Is Eddie conscious or not? 

No. 

He's unconscious? 

Yes. 

Okay. Neil comes down, you're — you're — you're 
taking the guns, and what is said to Neil at that 
point? 

Nothing. I just told him he was to get back in 
the bedroom. 

Okay. And how many guns in all did you take out 
of the house that night? 

I can't recall. I do believe six in all. 

Okay. You stole the stash. Is that what it 
boiled down to? 
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Yeah. 

Okay. You took all the guns at Rushton's house. 
Yeah. 

Out of that, you and — okay, you were charged 
with robbery. Who else was charged with robbery? 
I'm sorry. 

Randy Lafond, Spencer Bear, my deceased brother 
Errol Pratt. 

Okay. And the witnesses, to your understanding, 
on that charge were going to be Neil Stonechild 
and was it Mr. Caisse? 

Yes. 

Okay. Now, I'm showing you some court documents 
in relation to yourself dealing with theft. Now 
it's saying monies and jewellery. Is that what 
you were originally charged with or you were 
charged with? 

Yes. 

Okay. And there was an allegation that in 
addition to stealing the — the guns from 
Rushton's house, someone also stole some money and 
jewellery, I think watches and so forth; is that 
right? 

Yes, that's what they had said, yeah. 

Okay. I'm showing you some documents. If you 
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could take a quick look at them we have an 
information with some endorsements together with, 

I believe, a bail verification supervision report. 
When all of this was happening you were an adult; 
is that correct? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. I wonder if I could have you look at these 
documents, please? 

THE COMMISSIONER: Have you seen these documents 

before, Mr. Pratt? 

THE WITNESS: No, I — 

THE COMMISSIONER: Perhaps we could take a short 

adjournment and that will give him a chance to go 
through it. 

THE WITNESS: Okay. 

THE COMMISSIONER: We'll take ten minutes. 

(PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED AT 11:16 A.M. & RECONVENED AT 11:33 

A.M. ) 

MR. PLAXTON: Thank you, Mr. Commissioner. 

Q Mr. Pratt, have you had an opportunity to look 
over those court documents? 

A Yes, I have. 

Q And do they appear to be the court documents in 

relation to the charges that were laid against you 
coming out of the incident at Eddie Rushton's 
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place? 

A Yes, they are. 

MR. PLAXTON: Okay. Could I mark those, please, 

sir? 

THE COMMISSIONER: P-136. 

EXHIBIT P-136: COURT DOCUMENTS RE GARY PRATT 

Q Now, if I'm looking at those documents correctly, 
at the time you were arrested in relation to the 
Eddie Rushton house incident, were you — were you 
at large on a recognizance or something else in 
relation to another charge? 

A Yes, I was. 

Q And that was an assault on your mother; is that 

correct? 

A Yes, it was. 

Q Okay. And as a result of the second charge you 
were then taken into custody and you were 
eventually remanded over for either a preliminary 
hearing or a trial; is that what happened? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And Mr. Caisse and Mr. Stonechild were to 
be witnesses in that matter? 

A Yes. 

Q And you appeared two or three times. And as I 

recall, your evidence was Neil didn't show up for 
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those court appearances. Is that correct? 

That's correct. 

How — how do you know that? 

I didn't observe Neil anywhere. 

Okay. You were taken to court those two or three 
times and did you observe Mr. Caisse there? 

I observed Mr. Caisse, yes, I did. 

Okay. Neil wasn't there; Caisse you saw in the 
courtroom? 

Yes. 

Okay. Did you see any other witnesses there? 

No, I didn't. 

Okay. And in the end result, the charges were 
stayed against you because there — the witnesses 
weren't showing, was that the deal? 

That's correct. 

Before we move on from the gun incident, I -- I'm 
a little confused as to when the death threat was 
made. I — as I understand your brother said, you 
know, if you tell this to anyone, or something 
like that, you're dead. Now, was that downstairs, 
upstairs, or when was that? 

That was when they had brought Eddie and Pat 
upstairs from the root cellar. 

Okay. So Neil was there for the death threat. 
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1 A No, Neil was in the bedroom. 

2 Q He came down after this? 

3 A No, Neil was in the bedroom. Neil never did go 

4 downstairs. 

5 Q Okay. I -- now — now I'm confused again. When 

6 your brother said this, was he downstairs or 

7 upstairs in the house? 

8 A Upstairs in the house. 

9 Q Okay. Was Eddie Rushton there at that point? 

10 A Yes, he was. 

11 Q That's when Eddie was rolled in the carpet? 

12 A Yes. 

13 Q And Neil came on this scene. You say he was in 

14 another part of the house with a couple friends. 

15 A Neil was in the bedroom with Trina Starblanket. 

16 Q Oh, okay. And is this a one-storey house? 

17 A Yeah, with a root cellar. 

18 Q And the bedroom that Neil was in with Trina 

19 Starblanket, how far away from where Eddie was 

20 rolled up in the carpet was this? 

21 A Approximately from the door to where Eddie was 

22 rolled up in the carpet would have been eight to 

23 ten feet from the door, from the bedroom door. 

24 Q Okay. It's a small house then? 

25 A Yes. 
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Is the door open to this bedroom? 

No, it wasn't. 

There was a lot of noise in the house, I assume? 
Not really. 

Okay. There was — you — you described it as 
chaos. I hear Eddie Rushton's been hit in the 
head with an axe, other people are being 
assaulted, I assume, and there wasn't much noise? 
Not really. 

Neil came out of the bedroom. At that point Errol 
is there? 

Neil came out of the bedroom at the point Randy 
Lafond was there and Randy hit Neil with the butt 
end of the axe, knocking him back into the 
bedroom. I then jumped on Randy, threw Randy 
back, told Randy to leave Neil alone, that Neil 
had nothing to do with the situation. Randy 
persisted on going into the bedroom and swinging 
the axe one more time at the person lying in the 
bed, which was Trina Starblanket, and that was the 
end of it. 

And the statement, "One word about this and you're 
dead," was made when in relation to all this? 

This was after we had all regrouped in the kitchen 
and were leaving. 
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Where was Neil at this point in time? 

Neil was in the bedroom. 

And the bedroom is how far from the kitchen, five, 
ten feet? 

About ten feet. 

Ten feet. Is the door open at this point? 

No, the door was closed. 

And this is said loud enough I assume anyone there 
would hear it. 

You could say that. 

Okay. This was Randy Lafond was saying that. Is 
that correct? 

It was my deceased brother Errol. 

Oh, I'm sorry, okay. Errol was saying that to 
everyone there. Randy was still there, did he 
still have the axe? 

Yes. 

The lot of you then left with the guns; is that 
correct? 

Yes. 

Now, the group you've described were also — okay, 
there was maybe the core group which it seems you 
and your brother were maybe on one side of events, 
and Eddie Rushton and his group on the other side; 
is that accurate? 


Volume 33 



6312 


Exam G. Pratt 
by Mr. Plaxton 


1 A Yes. 

2 Q Okay. And Neil, did he fall in with the Eddie 

3 Rushton group or your group or somewhere in 

4 between? 

5 A In between. 

6 Q Okay. Neil was, what, 16 or 17 at that time, 

7 right? 

8 A Yeah. 

9 Q He was a kid basically. 

10 A Yes. 

11 Q Was he trying to fit — fit in with these groups? 

12 A No, Neil didn't try to fit in with anybody. Neil 

13 was his own person. 

14 Q Okay. Was he, well, involved in their activities? 

15 A If you want to say that. 

16 Q Okay. Would that be both groups? 

17 A Yeah. 

18 Q Okay. What about — what about Jason Roy, was he 

19 part of this scene, if you will? 

20 A No, Jason just liked to drink with the guys. 

21 Q Okay. The groups we have dealt with, okay, there 

22 was a large amount of interaction between these 

23 people at that point. Am I correct in that? 

24 A Yes. 

25 Q And an awful lot of it was violent interaction. 
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Yes. 

Neil at that point was — was at the Rushton 
place. This was how long before Neil died, a few 
weeks? 

It would be longer than that. 

I think it was 10 August is when it occurred; does 
that sound accurate? 

Uhmm — 

And it was towards the end of November that he 
went missing? 

Yes. 

How long before that was it that you were released 
from custody? 

I do believe it was a month earlier, in October. 
Okay. You were at large when Neil died. Your 
brother Errol, however, he was in custody at that 
point? 

No, we were all released. 

Okay. Your brother Danny as well? 

My brother Danny was in the federal penitentiary. 
Oh, okay. So you and Errol were at large, Danny 
was in the Pen. Was the only thing you were being 
held on this robbery charge? 

I do believe so, yeah. 

And you were in custody how long awaiting trial on 
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the robbery charge? 

Three months. 

And in the end result you were released, so you 
did basically three months for something you never 
went to trial on? 

Yes. 

I assume this made you somewhat annoyed. 

Yeah. 

The others, Mr. Bear and so forth, were they also 
in custody during this period of time, do you 
know? 

Mr. Bear wasn't. Mr. Lafond, myself and my 
deceased brother were in custody. Mr. Bear was at 
large in Edmonton. 

Mr. Lafond, was he at large, to your knowledge, at 
the time when Neil died? 

I can't recall. 

Your brother Errol was. 

Yes, he was. 

Okay. And as I understand, Errol died — was it 
about a year after that? 

Yeah. 

He was assaulted by another person? 

It was about five months later, four months after 
that. 
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Q Okay. That person's totally unrelated to all of 
this; is that right? 

A Yes. 

Q The time you saw Neil in police custody, I assume 

that was a time totally unrelated to all of what 
we're talking about today. 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. It was quite a while beforehand? 

A Yeah. 

Q Dealing with bootleg operations and so forth, was 

there a booze can, if you want to call it that, up 
in the north end somewhere near Circle Drive or 
57 th Street? 

A Yes, there was. 

Q Okay. And that was quite close to where Neil was 
found; is that right? 

A Yes. 

Q The place was run by someone called Quasi (ph). 

Am I correct in that? 

A I couldn't tell you. 

Q Okay. It was a place where underage people could 

go to buy liquor? 

A Yes. 

Q Had you yourself been to this place? 

A Yes. 
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1 

Q 

Okay. And it was up and running at the time that 

2 


Neil died? 

3 

A 

Yes. 

4 

Q 

And I assume a person could go there all times of 

5 


day or night? 

6 

A 

Yes. 

7 

Q 

Was this in a dwelling house or in a business? 

8 

A 

Dwelling house. 

9 

Q 

About how far was it from say 57 th Street? 

10 

A 

It was probably — probably around 4 6 th , 4 6 th 

11 


Street. 

12 

Q 

Okay. So we're talking 10, 12 blocks, that sort 

13 


of thing? 

14 

A 

Yes. 

15 

Q 

And, okay, you'd been there. Had you ever been up 

16 


there with Neil? 

17 

A 

No. 

18 

Q 

Do you know if Neil knew about this place? 

19 

A 

Not to my knowledge. 

20 

Q 

How about his brother Marcel? 

21 

A 

Not to my knowledge. 

22 

Q 

Were these booze cans fairly well known? 

23 

A 

To a select group of people. 

24 

Q 

Okay. You knew about them. People in the west 

25 


end knew about them. 
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Yeah. 

At that point in time, and I'm talking 1989, 1990, 
there was a pretty good — pretty good trade in 
alcohol coming out of Alberta, wasn't there? 

I don't know. 

Okay. I'm speaking now specifically of hard 
liquor. It was more expensive in Saskatchewan 
than Alberta. Does that ring a bell? 

Yeah. 

Okay. And Silent Sam was pretty popular with 
people, wasn't it? 

All alcohol was popular. 

Okay. Amongst the — the groupings of alcohol, 
was it Silent Sam that was coming out of Alberta 
being sold at the booze cans? 

Yes. And Weiser's Deluxe Whiskey. 

They were the — the favourites? Okay. Was that 
it for the most part in the booze cans or was 
there other stuff being sold? 

No, there was other stuff. 

Okay. If someone were — could you buy Silent Sam 
at the liquor store at that point, do you recall? 
Yes, you could. 

Okay. But it was a lot cheaper if you went to the 
bootlegger, is that right? 
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1 A If the liquor store wasn't open, yeah. 

2 Q Okay. Or if you're underage, I assume. 

3 A Yes. 

4 Q Do you know at the time Neil died if he had any 

5 problems with owing people money or if he was in 

6 trouble with any other — or any groups of people? 

7 A No, not at all. 

8 Q Now, you have mentioned your brother having a car 

9 or at least access to a car. Whose car were you 

10 using when the deal came down at Rushton's place? 

11 A It was Pat Caisse's car. 

12 Q Now was that — that was the guy that was told to 

13 drive you? 

14 A Yes. 

15 Q Okay. What type of car was that, do you remember? 

16 A I do believe it was a Chrysler Cordoba. 

17 Q And did you generally have access to cars? There 

18 seemed to be a number of cars around. 

19 A No. 

20 Q Okay. Pat Caisse had a car. Did your brother 

21 have a car? 

22 A Yes, he did. 

23 Q What type of car -- now, this is Errol we're 

24 talking about? 

25 A Yeah. 
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What type of car did Errol have? 

He had several. 

Okay. Can you name a few? 

A Plymouth Satellite, a Ford van. Ford truck. 
Mercury Zephyr, anyone have one of those? 

No. 

Okay. It's a little — it's a little — it's a 
little, trashy kind of car, isn't it? 

M' hm. 

Okay. These other cars that your brother had, 
they were bigger sort of cars? 

Yeah. 

Okay. So it wouldn't be hard for someone to have 
access to an automobile if they needed one? 

No. 

Now, we've had some discussions concerning Jason 
Roy, and I think you mentioned earlier when you 
were speaking with Mr. Hesje that you had spoken 
to Jason Roy concerning Neil's disappearance and 
death. Is that correct? 

That's correct. 

And when you spoke to Jason, firstly can you tell 
us approximately when that was? 

That would have probably been at least a year, 
year and a half ago. 
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And that conversation was on the telephone, in 
person, or — 

On the telephone. 

Did you call him or did he call you? 

He called me. 

And where were you at that point in time? 

I was at a friend of mine's place. 

He obviously knew your number. 

Obviously. 

Okay. And had you had any contact with Jason 
after Neil's death? 

No. 

Do you have any idea how he found out where you 
were staying? 

No, I don't. 

And this friend's place, was this someone that 
people would know you were staying there or were 
you staying there hoping people wouldn't know you 
were there? 

I wasn't staying there, I just went to visit my 
friend. 

Okay. Who — who was this friend? 

Layton Cook. 

Okay. You're over at Layton's place and Jason 
just happens to call, or what was the deal? 
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Yeah. 

Did he know Layton, to your understanding? 

I don't know. 

Okay. You just get a call, Layton picks up the 
phone, "Gary, it's for you?" 

Yeah. 

And you have no idea how Jason knows you're there. 
I don't have a clue. 

How long was this call? 

Probably five to six minutes. 

And was Jason concerned or appear to be concerned 
when he was talking to you or what — what exactly 
was it about? 

Just a conversation of him telling me that he 
wasn't the individual that was implicating me in 
the death, in the death of Neil, that he had — 
he's not the one that was stating these things. 

Now that was — that was before this inquiry 
started, is that correct? 

That's correct. 

Okay. And Jason seemed to know that people were 
indicating that they thought maybe you had 
something to do with Neil's disappearance? 

M' hm. 

He called you to say, "Hey, hey, Gary, don't 
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worry, it wasn't me, I'm not saying those things?" 
Yes. 

Now, did you have any other — well, when you were 
talking to Jason, did he indicate if he knew 
anything else about what happened to Neil? 

No. 

Just he wasn't the one pointing the finger at you 
but he didn't say anything else? What else 
occurred in this conversation, can you tell us? 
That was it. I was quite upset and I just, "Okay, 
yeah, whatever, bye", click. 

At that point in time did you know people were 
indicating they thought you might have something 
to do with Neil's disappearance? 

Then I did, yeah. 

Okay. And how was that? 

Just from hearing when I was in the Correctional 
Centre, just people stating that I was a name that 
— my name was being thrown around and that Jason 
was the one that was doing it, saying this, and — 
Do you know if anyone else was being accused of 
throwing your name around? 

Not at — not at the time. 

Any other time? 

Lately I just — Danny Heimbecker. 
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1 Q Okay. Now, do you know Danny? 

2 A Yeah, I know Danny. 

3 Q And how do you know Danny? 

4 A From doing time. I've known him from a young 

5 offender, adult. 

6 Q Have you had any conversations with Danny? 

7 A No. 

8 Q None at all concerning this matter? 

9 A No. 

10 Q Do you know any gentlemen with the last name of 

11 Desjarlais? 

12 A I know quite a few individuals with the last name 

13 Desjarlais. 

14 Q Okay. And did you know any of these individuals 

15 back say in 1989, 1990? 

16 A Probably, yes. 

17 Q And who would they be? 

18 A Eugene Desjarlais, Steve Desjarlais, quite a few 

19 of them actually. 

20 Q Are these people brothers, cousins? 

21 A No, just friends. 

22 Q Okay. But to each other are they brothers or 

23 cousins? 

24 A Probably in some way they could be related. 

25 Q How, if at all, did these people fit in with you. 
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Errol, Eddie Rushton? 

Street life. 

Okay. They were part of the west end scene? 

Yeah. 

Which camp, if any, did they fall into? 

Pardon me? 

Okay. Which — whose group did they belong to, 
the Margaret McDonald group, the other groups? 
Their own group. They tried to basically fit in 
with whoever they could. 

Okay. What involvement, if any, did Neil have to 
do with the Desjarlais? 

I don't know. 

Okay. You didn't know that he had any association 
with them? 

No. 

Did you ever spend any time partying, say, with 
the Desjarlais boys? 

I might have, yeah. 

Together with Neil? 

I can't recall. 

Is it likely you and Neil would have partied with 
them from time to time? 

Could possibly be. 

Do you know if Jason Roy has any involvement with 
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1 


Danny Heimbecker? 

2 

A 

I don't know. 

3 

Q 

Now, when Neil died in 1990, and I think you told 

4 


Mr. Hesje you were not interviewed by the 

5 


Saskatoon City Police, is that correct? 

6 

A 

That's correct. 

7 

Q 

Now, think back, were you contacted by the 

8 


Saskatoon City Police sometime around Neil's 

9 


death? 

10 

A 

I can't recall. 

11 

Q 

Okay. Do you remember speaking to a Constable 

12 


Meiers, I believe it was, from the RCMP in the 

13 


year 2000? 

14 

A 

I don't recall. 

15 

Q 

Do you recall speaking with the police at Makwa? 

16 

A 

Yes, I do. 

17 

Q 

Okay. Would that be Constable Meiers from the 

18 


RCMP? 

19 

A 

Could possibly be. 

20 

Q 

Could that have been in 2000, give or take? 

21 

A 

I don't believe so. 

22 

Q 

Okay. Well, I'll show you a statement. Perhaps 

23 


if you can review it for a second and let me know 

24 


if that does accurately depict what you and 

25 


Constable Meiers spoke about when you met in 
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Makwa. Firstly, sir, have you had an opportunity 


to see this document in the recent past? 

Yes, I have. 

Okay. Would Mr. Hesje have shown you that 
document before you testified? 

I do believe so. 

Okay. Do you need a second or two to look that 
over, sir? Now, looking at that document — Mr. 
Commissioner, I wonder if I can just have a 
second? I'm trying to locate my copy of the 
document. I seem to have misplaced it in my 
papers. Perhaps if I could have two minutes, 
that's all I require. I'll be able to find it. 
Thank you. At first I had none, sir, now I have 
more than enough. Looking at that document, I'm 
looking at a cover page firstly, Mr. Pratt, that 
seems to indicate this statement or this meeting 
between you and Officer Meiers occurred on the 
28 th of April in the year 2000. Does that sound 
like it may be accurate? 

It could be, yes. 

Okay. And looking at this document, can you tell 
me if that accurately reflects the conversation 
you had with Constable Meiers when you met with 
him? 
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Yes, it does. 

I'm looking now at the second page of the 
document, say six or seven lines up from the end 
where it states, "The SPS did question Pratt on 
Neil's death, however that is as far as it went." 
Did you tell — firstly, did you tell Constable 
Myers that? 

I don't recall. 

Well, is it accurate? 

M'hm. Yes, it is. 

Okay. And when then did — now when we say SPS, I 
assume that's the Saskatoon Police Service? Yes? 
Yes. 

When was it then that the Saskatoon Police Service 
questioned you about Neil's death? 

I don't recall. 

Was it around the time of his death? 

I don't recall. 

At the time you were questioned did you believe 
that you were perhaps a suspect in his death? 

I don't recall, no. I don't know. 

Well, you say Neil was a friend of yours. 

Yes. 

And were they asking you questions that would lead 
you to believe that they thought you may have had 
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something to do with his disappearance? 

I don't recall speaking to the Saskatoon Police 
Service, so I can't answer that question for you. 
Okay. Well, I'm sorry then, are you telling us 
that the statement in Constable Meiers summary, if 
you will then, is inaccurate? You did not tell 
Constable Meiers that the Saskatoon Police Service 
questioned you about Neil's death? 

I might have, yes. 

Okay. You may have, but you can't recall it 
occurring? 

I can't recall. 

The next line in there is, it says, "Pratt has not 
seen Jason for about ten years." Was that 
accurate? 

Yeah. 

You didn't mention to the officer that you had 
spoken with Jason. Now, the conversation you had 
with Jason, was it before or after this 
conversation with the RCMP? 

It was before. 

Okay. Any reason why you wouldn't have mentioned 
talking to Jason in that conversation? 

I never seen Jason. 

That — that's accurate, but — 
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Nothing was mentioned about did I speak to him, 
did he phone me, did I phone him, nothing like 
that. 

Did — do you recall speaking with Jason Roy 
another time, I think it was during the summertime 
perhaps, you and your brother were roofing 
somewhere? 

Yes, that could be, yeah. 

Could that have been say around 1998 or 
thereabouts? 

Could possibly be, yeah. 

And you and which brother, was it Errol? No, 

Errol was dead by then, I'm sorry. It would be 
your brother — 

Danny. 

Danny. You were roofing on a house on — was it 
Idylwyld Drive? 

It could possibly — I've roofed so many houses in 
the city. 

Okay. And you do remember, though, speaking to 
Jason> 

I don't remember, no, I don't. 

Oh, okay. 

Like I said, it could possibly be. I can't 
recall. 
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Okay. Jason, I think, seems to recall a 
conversation occurring, as I best recall, 
somewhere around 1998, where you and your brother 
were roofing, I think on Idylwyld Drive or 
thereabouts, and Jason was over at his mother's or 
his parent's house. Does that ring any bells? 
Okay. Yeah, it does. 

Okay. What — what came down there? 

Nothing. I was working and his mother apparently 
lived right next door to the house that we were 
roofing. 

M' hm. 

And he just said hello and I know he was going 
somewhere or something. That was the end of it. 

No discussions about Neil or your possible 
involvement with Neil? 

Not to my knowledge. 

So contrary to what you told Constable Meiers, you 
had seen Jason Roy within the last ten years. 

Yes. 

Okay. You just forgot it or it didn't seem 
important or what was the deal? 

I just — apparently I must have forgotten. 

Now, do you have any difficulties with your memory 
or blackouts or anything like that? 
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1 A Yes, I do, yeah. 

2 Q And that's been a problem for a number of years? 

3 A Yes. 

4 Q Going back to the 1980s or earlier? 

5 A Yeah. 

6 Q And do they just come out of nowhere or what — 

7 what happens exactly? 

8 A I just basically black out and faint. 

9 Q Okay. And before that do you have troubles 

10 remembering what may or may not have occurred 

11 before that? 

12 A M'hm. 

13 Q Okay. And do you find yourself missing a day or 

14 two when this happens? 

15 A No, not to that extreme, no. 

16 Q Okay. How — how, half a day? How much would you 

17 miss? 

18 A Just miss for the time that I've been blacked out. 

19 Q Okay. And after you're back again, do you have 

20 difficulties remembering for a while after that? 

21 A No, not really. 

22 Q Okay. Does that affect your memory otherwise? 

23 A No. 

24 Q Is this problem still around? 

25 A Yes, it is. 
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Do you have any information as to whom may have 
been involved with Neil directly prior to him 
dying? 

No, I don't. 

You haven't heard anything on the streets or 
anything else? 

No. 

Now, from what I've seen, it would appear the 
community that developed down — or in the west 
end with some people, and I'm certainly not 
suggesting this would include everyone that lives 
in that area of town, but with the people involved 
in the illegal activities, we've mentioned the — 
the hookers, the guns, the drugs. We have had 
discussions about, quote, "street justice". 

That's basically where things tend to look after 
themselves, is that right? 

That's correct. 

And part of that is a code amongst the people 
involved in this illicit activity, that if any one 
of them were to turn someone over to the police, 
roll over or be the rat, that would likely be a 
death sentence for that person or something 
similar? 

Yes, if you want to call it that. 


Volume 33 




6333 


Exam G. Pratt 
by Mr. Plaxton 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


Q Okay. So people would know that if they were to 
come forward and tell us what happened to Neil if 
they knew, there would likely be very severe 
repercussions, death or something similar? 

A Yes. 

Q That would apply to you, Jason Roy, and anyone 

else in that group? 

A Yes. But it's the year 2000 now and things are 
changed, you know. There's no real loyalties 
among anybody anymore. You don't trust anyone. 

Q Okay. The threat is still there, though? 

A Yeah. 

MR. PLAXTON: Thank you, sir. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Who is next? 

MR. FOX: My Lord, I'm just — I was going to 

ask some questions. Mr. Plaxton has covered a 
great deal of the area. I could start, I'm going 
to jump around a bit, or we could break now and I 
can review my notes and try and pin it down, but 
I'm in your hands. If you want, I can certainly 
try and work from my notes, but as I say — 

THE COMMISSIONER: You're saying you could be a good 

deal more economical if you have a chance to 
review the notes? 

MR. FOX: I think I might be. I'm not sure 
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if someone else wants to cross-examine. 


THE COMMISSIONER: 

MR. ROSSMANN: 

questions. 
THE COMMISSIONER: 

MR. PLAXTON: 


Someone else may wish to go. 

My Lord, I just have a very few 


Then you should proceed. 

Excuse me, Mr. Commissioner. The 
clerk has been good enough to point out the last 
statement, I believe it was, was not marked as an 
exhibit. If we could mark that? 

THE COMMISSIONER: P-137. 

MR. PLAXTON: Thank you. 

EXHIBIT P-137: NOTES OF INTERVIEW 

THE COMMISSIONER: Do you want a copy of that 

statement, Mr. Brayford? 

MR. BRAYFORD: I have a copy of that statement. My 

Lord. It just — it should perhaps be clear that 
it's not a statement, it's an — 

THE COMMISSIONER: Interview. 

MR. BRAYFORD: It's — it's an interview, the 

notes from an interview that have been transcribed 
in point form. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I saw that. 

MR. BRAYFORD: Thank you. My Lord. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Mr. Rossmann? 

MR. ROSSMANN, examining: 
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Thank you. Mr. Pratt, you mentioned I think it 
was Mr. Caisse had a Chrysler Cordoba at — at 
around 1990? 

Yes. 

What colour was that? 

Beige — 

Beige? 

-- I do believe, cream colour. 

Okay. Now you mentioned the party yesterday that 
Mr. -- Mr. Stonechild was at and you saw him being 
hauled off in — in a police car, and I think you 
said it was at a house and this was sometime prior 
to his disappearance obviously. Do you recall 
discussing that? 

Yes, I do. 

And you listed some of the people at — or, I'm 
sorry, you didn't — you weren't able to list any 
specific persons at that party, is that right? 

That's correct. 

Do you — do you recall if I suggest to you — or 
I'm not — I'm not suggesting to you, but I'm 
asking you do you recall whether or not Jason Roy 
might have been at that party? 

I can't recall. 

Now you, in answering questions of Mr. Curtis's, 
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you indicated some apparent unhappiness with the 
Saskatoon Police Service. I wonder if you've — 
if you've filed any complaints with them or with 
anyone regarding the Saskatoon police? 

A No, I haven't. I don't think I would really get 
any positive response. 

Q Well, Mr. -- Mr. Pratt, are you aware that you can 
file complaints against the Saskatoon police with 
the Police Service itself, the Saskatoon Board of 
Police Commissioners, or the Saskatchewan Police 
Commission? 

A Oh, yes, I'm quite aware of all of that. 

Q And you've chosen not to? 

A I've chosen not to. 

MR. ROSSMANN: Thank you. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I suspect if there are other 

questions they'll be more than a few minutes? 

We'll adjourn then to two o'clock. 

(PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED AT 12:18 P.M. & RECONVENED AT 2:13 

P .M. ) 

THE COMMISSIONER: Mr. Fox. 

MR. FOX, examining: 

Q Mr. Pratt, my name is Aaron Fox. I'm the counsel 
for Larry Hartwig. I've got a few more questions 
for you. I just wanted to ask you, just going 
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back to the August 10th, 1990 incident, that's the 
incident that resulted in the charges against 
yourself when you were remanded in custody. You 
indicated that when you went to court, you 
understood, I think, that the two main witnesses 
who were going to be testifying against you would 
have been -- would have been Neil Stonechild and I 
think the second witness was Pat Caisse, you 
mentioned? 

A Yes. 

Q And Pat Caisse was the other fellow that was at 
the Rushton residence when this incident took 
place? 

A Yes. 

Q And I think you mentioned that when you finally 

left the residence with the guns that night, Mr. 
Caisse was present, Mr. Rushton was wrapped up in 
the carpet, and it was Mr. Caisse who, then, Errol 
and yourself and Spencer Bear got to drive his car 
and transport you fellows to wherever you wanted 
to go? 

A That's correct. 

Q Okay. We've heard some evidence that Neil, in the 

fall of 1990, was staying at a group home and was 
actually taken by the group home operator to court 
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to testify against you, and that another witness 
didn't show up. Is it possible that you could be 
mistaken, that Mr. Stonechild actually had 
attended at court? 

A No, I'm positive Mr. Stonechild was not there. I 
observed Mr. Caisse as being the only one present. 

Q Okay. So your — your recollection, or at least 
your conclusion that Mr. Stonechild wasn't there 
was because you didn't see him in the courtroom 
when you were brought into the courtroom? 

A Yes. 

Q Whether he was in the building somewhere else, you 

wouldn't have knowledge of that I take it then? 

A X never seen him in the building. I was walked 

through the building from the prisoner's docket to 
the courtroom upstairs, and the only one that was 
seated outside was Pat Caisse. 

Q Okay. And again, whether Mr. Stonechild was in 

the building somewhere else, that's not something 
you would have knowledge of, I take it then? 

A Yeah, exactly. 

Q Exhibit P-137 is the summary of the statement, or 
the information that you would have provided to 
Constable Meiers of the RCMP. I think you've got 
that statement in front of you there, Mr. Pratt? 
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A Yes, I do. 

Q And do you remember how many times it was that you 

spoke to the RCMP in 2000? Like, we understood 
this investigation began in 2000. Do you remember 
how many times you spoke to them that year? Let 
me ask you this question: did you speak to them 
more than once? 

A Yes, I did. 

Q Okay. And Constable Meiers of the RCMP 

specifically, do you recall speaking with him? 

A Yes, I do. 

Q And that would have been the interview that took 
place at Makwa, Saskatchewan? 

A Yes. 

Q Was that the only time you spoke to the RCMP at 
Makwa, Saskatchewan? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And at that point in time, as I understand 
it from what you said, you were trying to 
cooperate with the RCMP? 

A Yes, I was. 

Q And were trying to answer the questions as 

honestly and as truthfully, and as best you could 
recall? 

A Yes. 
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Q I wasn't clear from the evidence that you gave 
yesterday and today about when you became aware 
that there was some suggestion that you might have 
been involved in Neil's death. It's my 
understanding that word on the street, if I can 
describe it that way, was out there shortly after 
Neil's death in November of 1990 indicating that 
you might have had something to do with his death. 
Were you aware of that in 1990? 

A No, I was not. 

Q I — the reason why I ask that, and again, we've 
heard this — you know, we've heard many people 
refer to that already in testimony, including 
reference to members of Neil's family, speaking 
to, for example, with Constable Ernie Louttit as 
early as December 4th of 1990, indicating he 
believed that you were involved in the death of 
Neil. And I'm just wondering, is it possible that 
you yourself heard, in 1990, at least a suggestion 
that you might have somehow been involved in 
Neil's death? 

A Not to my knowledge. 

Q Okay. And again, I ask that, because if you could 
hook at the statement that's marked as P-137, if 
you could. And I'm just on the second page of 
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that statement, Mr. Pratt. And it's about, I 
guess the fourth line down — sixth line down. 

Have you had a chance to read that? 

A M' hm. 

Q And the part I'm referring to is, in the statement 
it states, "When Neil died, the word on the street 
was" -- in quotation marks — "'How did you do it, 
Gary?' Gary Pratt believed that he was being 
looked at because of the incident at the Rushton 
house party and the fact that Neil was required to 
testify to the robbery with violence charge." 
According to this, it appeared as though you 
indicated to Constable Meiers that after Neil 
died, you were aware that there was the word on 
the street indicating that you were involved in 
Neil's death. 

A No, that was not right afterwards. I just learnt 
of this just basically that year. I had 
basically, was trying to get away from all the 
police and RCMP. 

Q You see, when you testified yesterday, I think you 
said you learned of this just this past year. 

A M' hm. 

Q But this statement was given three years ago; it 
was given in the year 2000. And so you must — 
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A That's what I was — what I heard. 

Q Okay. So by the year 2000 you knew already that 
you were a possible suspect in the death of Neil 
Stonechild? 

A Yes. I didn't think it would come to this. 

Q Oh, no, I appreciate that. But what I'm getting 

at is that you had known for some time that your 
name was associated, or at least suggested — I 
appreciate that your position is that you didn't 
have anything to do with the death of Neil 
Stonechild; I'm just talking about the rumours 
that were coming back to you. 

A M' hm. 

Q And I understand that you would have known for 

some time at least there was some suggestion that 
you had something to do with Neil's death? 

A Yes. 

Q And the reason why it appeared to be this — as 

you understood it, the reason why it was suggested 
that you had something to do with Neil's death was 
because of the incident at the Eddie Rushton 
residence? 

A Yes. 

Q And what you were hearing, and I understand this 

is just information that was coming to you, but 
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that the person who appeared to be implicating you 
was Jason Roy; that's what you had heard? 

A That's what I'd heard, yeah. 

Q And you then, sometime before even speaking to the 
RCMP in 2000, had received a phone call from Jason 
Roy? 

A Yes. 

Q And Jason Roy told you, "I'm not the one who's 
saying that you were responsible for Neil's 
death"? 

A Yeah. 

Q And the only conversation you had with Jason Roy 
about that would have been in this telephone 
conversation? 

A Yes. 

Q And I'm not sure, you may have said this already, 

but do you recall when that telephone conversation 
took place; about when it was? 

A I can't really say. 

Q It would have been certainly before you spoke to 
the RCMP in 2000? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And as I understand, when you spoke to the 
RCMP in 2000, at that point you had no information 
or nobody had told you that Neil had been seen in 
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the back of a police car with blood on him? 

A No. 

Q Nobody had told you that? 

A No. 

Q If — if you can just look at your statement 

again, Mr. Pratt. My learned friend Mr. Plaxton 
asked you some questions about the Police Service 
speaking to you, the Saskatoon Police Service, or 
somebody from the Police Service speaking to you 
on Neil's death, but you said you have no 
recollection of that? 

A No, I don't. 

Q And would I be correct that it's possible that 

someone from the Saskatoon Police Service did have 
some conversation of some type with you about 
Neil's death? 

A Not to my recollection. 

Q Do you know why you would have told Constable 
Meiers that, of the RCMP, in 2000? 

A I do believe there was — was — I was referring 
to the RCMP. I had moved from Saskatoon to my 
reserve. They contacted me out there. I moved 
from there to Makwa. They came and found me out 
there. So I just gave up on trying to get away 
and came back to Saskatoon. 
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Q And again, I'm — the reference there, and maybe 

we'll have to speak with Constable Meiers, but the 
reference is that the Saskatoon Police Service, 
"S.P.S. did question Pratt on Neil's death, 
however that was as far as it went." 

A I do believe that was the RCMP. 

Q Is it possible that the Saskatoon Police Service 
spoke to you, sir? 

A No. 

Q And by that, what I'm getting at is, I take it you 
never gave any written statement to the Saskatoon 
Police Service? 

A Not to my recollection, I didn't, no. 

Q Right. Is it possible, though, someone on the 
street spoke to you in the sense of not an 
interview or a statement, but someone said, "Hey, 
do you know something about Neil's death?" Is 
that possible a conversation like that took place? 

A That could be possible, yes. 

Q Okay. And in terms of your conversation with 

Jason Roy, you referenced two conversations you 
had with him, one when you were working on the 
roof next door to his mom's house, and I 
understand at that time there was no discussion 
about Neil's death at that time? 


Volume 33 



6346 


Exam G. Pratt 
by Mr. Fox 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 


A No. 

Q And then a telephone conversation you had with him 
where he said he wasn't the one who was 
implicating you; wasn't the one pointing the 
finger at you? 

A Yes. 

Q And do you have any other specific recollections 

of seeing Jason Roy, other than those occasions? 
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A No. 

Q You knew who Jason Roy was; you referred to him as 
someone who — who was around the group, so to 
speak? 

A Yes, I knew who he was. 

Q Okay. And no — no indication of any information 
from Jason Roy about what may or may not have 
happened to Neil Stonechild until he phoned you, 
and then just to tell you that he didn't — that 
he wasn't the one pointing the finger at you; that 
would have been the first information you got from 
Jason Roy about anything to do with Neil 
Stonechild's death? 

A Yes. 


MR. FOX: Thank you. Those are all the 

questions I have, Mr. Commissioner. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Other examination? 
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MR. STEVENSON, examining: 

Q Mr. Pratt, my name is Ken Stevenson. I represent 
Keith Jarvis at this inquiry. I just have a few 
questions for you that haven't been covered by 
other questioners. Prior to being arrested on the 
incident at the Rushton residence, what was your 
address? 

A I was living with my sister on 22nd Street. 

Q Right. And I think it's noted as 305 - 1622 — 

A Yeah. 

Q — 22nd Street? 

A Yes. 

Q Right? 

A That's correct. 

Q And other places in the documents it showed you as 
of no fixed abode. Would you have represented 
that from time to time to the — 

A Yes. 

Q — City Police? And on your release from custody 
on October 24, I believe your evidence is you said 
you went to live with your mother? 

A Yes. 

Q And your father, and on Avenue 0? 

A Yes. 

Q And when did you go there? 
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1 A After I was released from custody. 

2 Q Now you had been in jail, or had been initially 

3 charged with assaulting your mother. 

4 A M' hm. 

5 Q Is that correct? 

6 A Yes. 

7 Q And was that charge disposed of at that point, 

8 because I believe you had a "no-contact" clause? 

9 A Yes, it was. 

10 Q Okay. And so on your release you then went and 

11 lived at home? 

12 A Yes. 

13 Q Okay. Did you have any other addresses in 

14 Saskatoon in or about that time? 

15 A No. 

16 Q Did you ever live on Sask. Crescent East? 

17 A Yes, I did. 

18 Q Okay. And when was that? 

19 A 1992. 

20 Q Okay. Not before 1992? 

21 A I don't believe so. 

22 Q And where on Sask. Crescent East did you live? 

23 A I think it was 102 Sask. Crescent East. 

24 Q Okay. Did you ever live at number 104 - 208 Sask. 

25 Crescent East? 
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No, my father did. 

Your father did, okay. So that — that address 
would have been your father's when he and your 
mother may not have been together? 

Yes. 

Okay. And would that have been in and about the 
year of 1990? 

Yeah. 

Okay. Did you attend the funeral of Neil 
Stonechild? 

No, I didn't. 

Do you know any of your friends or associates who 
did, people from the various groupings of 
individuals who he'd hung out with? 

Not to my knowledge. 

Okay. Was there any particular reason why you 
didn't attend? 

I did not know whereabouts or anything. 

You made no attempt to find out where the funeral 


— would be? 

No. 

And was it in part because the word on the street 
was that you may have been implicated in Neil's 
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death; is that why you didn't go, because you felt 


the — there may have been some hostility and 
people might have wanted to get even? 

No. Just didn't attend. 

Your — so your little bro's funeral, you didn't 
go? 

No. 

The police files show that there were about three 
tips received in or about this time, and shortly 
after Neil's body was found, which implicated you 
among — perhaps with a brother, brother Danny the 
reports were, were involved in Neil's 
disappearance. 

M' hm. 

Do you have any understanding of who might have 
been giving those tips, if they were incorrect, 
that — why they might have been giving 
information like that on you? 

I don't know who it was, I don't know why they did 
it, and I just don't have a clue. 

Yeah. And among the tips that were received was 
that information had come that Neil Stonechild was 
messing with your girlfriend, Petrina Starblanket? 
Petrina Starblanket was not my girlfriend. 

Had she at any time been your girlfriend or -- 
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No. 

Okay. So anyone giving that information didn't 
know you very well, or the relationships? 
Apparently not. 

You do know Petrina Starblanket though — you did? 
I did know her, yeah. 

And how long had you known her up — in November 
of ninety — 1990? 

I had known her for approximately five to six 
years. She was a close friend of my deceased 
girlfriend Candace. 

Okay. Did she live in Saskatoon or was she in 
Regina part of the time? 

X — as far as I knew she was in Saskatoon here. 
And she's deceased, is that correct? 

That's correct. 

And do you know when she died, or under what 
circumstances? 

I don't know when she died, and from what I heard 
it was a — she was — she died from a vehicle 
accident in the mountains in B.C. 

Okay. Did you at any time meet — well, you know 
Marcel Stonechild? 

Yes, I do. 

And you've known him for years as I understand it; 
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you were -- 
Yes. 

— very close? What was the relationship between 
yourself and Marcel? 

Good friends. 

Okay. And for how long had you been good friends 
up to 1990? 

Oh, at least ten years. 

Okay. Did you at any time shortly after Neil's 
death meet with Marcel? 

I don't recall. 

Well, in particular, did you at any time shortly 
after Neil's death meet with Marcel and discuss 
with him whether or not you had been involved in 
Neil's death? 

I may have. 

Okay. And if you may have, what's your memory of 
it, if you say, "I may have"? I mean a lot of 
thing are "may have", but do you have some memory 
of it? 

I don't have any memory of it. 

Okay. And you've told the other questioners here 
that of course you didn't know until about 2000 or 
thereabouts that you had been implicated, or it 
was suggested that you may have been responsible 
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for Neil's death? 

Correct. 

So if you had met with Marcel shortly after Neil's 
death, there was then no discussion with him about 
whether or not you had been involved in Neil's 
death? 

Like I've said, I don't recall. 

Okay. How about with Neil's mother, have you met 
with her since Neil's death to talk about, discuss 
whether or not you had any involvement in his 
death? 

I have — the only time I've spoken to Neil's 
mother was just lately, and other than that I was 
told from other individuals that she believes that 
I had nothing to do with it. 

Okay. But your recollection is that you didn't 
meet with her to tell her that you had nothing to 
do with it? 

No. 

Okay. Did you, in March of 1991, see any 
newspaper articles about Neil's death, or about 
the family questioning the adequacy of the 
investigation? 

I recall seeing something of the sort. 

I wonder if I might have Exhibit P-1, please? 
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Just take time to look at that. Now, in respect of 
that newspaper article, do you recall seeing that 
newspaper article in March of 1991? 

Yes, I do. 

Okay. And do you remember there being media 
coverage, paper and perhaps television and 
otherwise, discussions about the adequacy of the 
investigation into Neil's death? 

Yes, I do. 

And the — and so what do you remember about that 
article then, and what was happening in your life 
around that time? 

Just basically feeling bad for Neil's family and 
hoping that justice prevails. 

And it's clear in that article that Neil's family 
believed there was foul play from gang-related 
activities? 

M' hrtn 

Probably with an inference to people that you 
associated with, and arguably even yourself? 

Yeah. 

Did you do anything in relation to the Stonechild 
family then after that appeared? 

No, I didn't. 

No. And with that kind of implication out there. 
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and with the death of your friend, did you, with 
your connections on the street, try to make any 
inquiries to find out what might have happened to 
Neil? 

A No, I didn't. 

Q No. I take it that if the police had talked to 

you in November, December of 1990, you were not in 
a position to offer any information concerning 
Neil Stonechild's disappearance? 

A X — any information that I could give, I would 
have. 

Q Yeah. And at that time did you have any more 
information than you have now, or that you've 
given anyone during the course of this 
investigation? 

A No. 

MR. STEVENSON: Those are the only questions I 

have, thank you. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Other cross-examination. Mr. 

Brayford. 

MR. WINEGARDEN: I have some questions. 

MR. WINEGARDEN, examining: 

Q Good afternoon, sir. I'm Darren Winegarden. I 
represent Jason Roy who's a witness, and I think 
you know Jason Roy. I've just got a few 
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questions. You had said during cross-examination 
with Mr. Fox that you had spent some time and gone 
back to the reserve — or maybe Mr. Stevenson — 
and that would be the Gordon's First Nation, is 
that right? 

A That's correct. 

Q And then you went from there and you went off to 
Makwa. That would be Makwa Sahgaiehcan First 
Nation? 

A No, it's just a little town between Meadow Lake 
and Loon Lake. 

Q Oh, okay. There was a suggestion that — you know 
and it's been, it's come out a few times, that 
you've been implicated throughout on the, you 
know, disappearance, the death of Neil Stonechild. 
Do you have any idea where those implications were 
first founded? Have you been -- has that 
information been shared with you? 

A I have no clue. 

Q Okay. There was some information that came out 
during these proceedings, and there was one 
suggestion that there was a Crime Stoppers tip 
that was put forward by somebody to suggest 
yourself, and that also there was some evidence 
that was given by a lady, Mrs. Pickard, who ran a 
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group home in Sutherland, in Saskatoon at that 
time, and she also indicated that she had put 
forward your name as a possibility. But she 
indicated that it wasn't Jason Roy at all that put 
forward your name. Were you aware of that? 

A No, I wasn't. 

Q Okay. We've heard a lot of questioning, a lot of 
suggestions here, you know, about your lifestyle 
and things like that, and the picture that's been 
painted is, you know, maybe not such a great guy 
and so on, and that, you know, you're involved 
with some disappearances and some other things. 
There's a certain sort of contradiction in my mind 
though when I -- when I hear that, because they're 
also saying that you weren't the subject of a 
murder investigation. To your knowledge you 
weren't the subject of a murder investigation, 
were you, with regard to Neil Stonechild? 

A Not to my knowledge. 

Q You were never brought in by the Saskatoon police 
force and questioned about whether you were 
involved in the disappearance or murdering of Neil 
Stonechild? 

A No, not to my knowledge. 

Q No? Not by the RCMP at that time either, or any 
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other police force? 

A No. 

Q So you weren't the subject of a murder 

investigation, even though you're this big, bad 
guy, you know, death threats, guns in the trunk 
and all this sort of thing; part of the west-end 
scene that's so evil; you weren't involved in a 
murder investigation, is that right? 

A That's correct. 

Q That seems like a contradiction to me. Does it 
seem like a contradiction to you? 

A M' hm. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I'm not sure it's such a 

contradiction, if he isn't a big, bad guy. I'm 
not sure that Mr. Pratt is agreeing with you 
necessarily that he's a big, bad guy. 

MR. WINEGARDEN: Right. 

THE COMMISSIONER: You wouldn't say that you've had a 

perfect history, would you, Mr. Pratt? 

THE WITNESS: No, I haven't. 

THE COMMISSIONER: And I don't think that it's fair to 

characterize him in that way. Did I understand 
you to ask him a moment ago if he'd been 
implicated in some disappearances? 

MR. WINEGARDEN: Well, the disappearance of — or 
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the death of Neil Stonechild. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Because I did not understand there 

to be any suggestion that Mr. Pratt had been 
involved in the disappearance of anybody. 

MR. WINEGARDEN: Well, no, I didn't — I didn't 

indicate that at all. My Lord. What I was saying 
was the disappearance or death of Neil Stonechild. 
That's the way I phrased it. I apologize if 
there's some confusion around that. 

Q Were you aware of any other rumours at that time 
in — going around Saskatoon, that perhaps the 
Saskatoon police force was involved with the 
disappearance or the death of Neil Stonechild? 

A I have heard something like that, yeah. 

Q So in 1990, or times around there, were you aware 

of any rumours of that nature at all? 

A No, I've never heard nothing like that until just 
lately, within the last year. 

Q Okay. Were you ever involved in making any kind 
of threats or anything towards Jason Roy? 

A No, I wasn't. 

MR. WINEGARDEN: I think those are all the questions 

I have. Thank you very much, sir. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Perhaps wait for a moment, Mr. 

Brayford, to see if there's anyone else. 
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Apparently not, so — 

MR. BRAYFORD, examining: 

Q Mr. Pratt, I'll be quite brief. I just want to 
focus my questions in two areas. The first area 
is the suggestion that you might have had some 
motive to kill Neil Stonechild. To very briefly 
recap the evidence in relation to the incident at 
Eddie Rushton's house, the person that threatened 
you there was Eddie Rushton, not Neil Stonechild, 
correct? 

A Correct. 

Q And when you in fact were charged, you were 

charged as follows: "that you did steal monies 
and jewellery from Eddie Rushton, and immediately 
before did beat Eddie Rushton and did thereby 
commit robbery"? 

A Correct. 

Q You were arrested the day after that incident, and 

it, I suggest, was apparent to you that who was 
complaining that you'd done something to them? 

A Eddie Rushton. 

Q And when — when you were ultimately discharged 

from that charge by the proceedings being stayed, 
did you consider that Neil Stonechild had hurt you 
or helped you? 
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Helped me. 

So at the point at which you were released, in 
that month preceding his death, how would you have 
characterized your friendship at that point? 

Hadn't changed. 

Now, dealing with the second area that I would 
like to touch on, and that's whether there's any 
forensic or circumstantial evidence to suggest 
that Neil Stonechild's death was in any way 
associated to yourself, just dealing with some of 
the evidence that Mr. Plaxton addressed, and I'm 
going back to the lifestyle that you were 
associated with, if in fact it was necessary that 
street justice be administered, would you agree 
that typically someone was either beaten or 
stabbed? 

Yeah. 

And in circumstances surrounding street justice at 
that time, at the close of the decade, that it 
sort of dealt with the hooker wars, if someone got 
beaten up or stabbed, where did that typically 
take place? What part of the city? 

Right where they were. 

And what geographic area in the city was this 
occurring? 
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Q And dealing with people that got punished for — 
for whatever reason and either got beaten up or 
stabbed, had you ever heard of somebody where you 
had to kind of wonder, if you looked at them, 
whether or not they'd been stabbed to death or 
beaten to death? Would you ever have to question 
whether that happened, in your opinion? 
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A No. 

Q And did you ever hear of anybody as part of street 
justice simply being driven to another part of the 
city and dropped off? 

A No. 

Q Just in conclusion then, did you have anything to 
do with the death of Neil Stonechild? 

A No, I did not. 

MR. BRAYFORD: Those are all the questions I wish 

to ask, thank you. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Very well. Mr. Hesje? Thank you, 

Mr. Pratt, you're excused. 

MR. HESJE: Mr. Commissioner, the next witness 

is Deputy Chief Dan Wiks. 

DANIEL LEONARD WIKS, sworn, testifies: 

Q Deputy Chief Wiks, you've been here for some of 

these proceedings. You're likely aware that there 
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is a caution I am required to read to each and 
every witness. The Rules of Practice and 
Procedure established for this inquiry provide 
that all witnesses must be advised that they have 
the protection of section 37 of The Saskatchewan 
Evidence Act and section 5 of the Canada Evidence 
Act. These statutory provisions state that 
testimony that may tend to criminate you, tend to 
establish liability to a civil proceeding, and 
which testimony you would not be required — 
sorry, you would not be compelled to provide at 
common law, shall not be used or admissible in 
evidence against you in a criminal trial or other 
criminal proceedings against you, other than the 
prosecution for perjury in the giving of evidence 
or for the giving of contradictory evidence, and 
shall not be used or receivable in evidence 
against you in any other civil proceeding or any 
other proceeding under an act of the Legislature 
of Saskatchewan. You are hereby advised that such 
protection shall apply without you expressly 
invoking of such protection. 

HESJE: Mr. Commissioner, if I could be 

permitted, to this point in the proceedings I have 
conducted the examination-in-chief of each 
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witness. The rules established for the inquiry 
did — do provide that where a witness is 
represented by counsel, his counsel may apply to 
lead — or to conduct the examination-in-chief of 
the witness. In this case, Mr. Rossmann 
representing Saskatoon Police Service has, as you 
know, made application to you to lead the 
evidence-in-chief of Deputy Chief Wiks and you 
have allowed that application. So at this point 
I’ll turn it over to Mr. Rossmann. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Very well. 

MR. ROSSMANN: Thank you. My Lord. Mr. 

Commissioner, I'd just indicate that we do expect 
Deputy Chief Wiks' evidence will be quite some 
time in chief and I fully expect that his evidence 
— or that he will be cross-examined for quite 
sometime as well, and I'd just like to give my 
colleagues notice that if for some reason, which I 
hope does not happen. Deputy Wiks has to be stood 
over because his evidence isn't finished I would 
and will be asking your permission to speak to 
him, even though he's on cross, because he has 
been the principal instructor throughout these 
proceedings. So I realize no application or 
decision need be made on that point at this point. 
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I'd just like to give notice of that. 

MR. ROSSMANN, examination-in-chief: 

Q Now, Deputy Chief Wiks, could you please give us a 
little bit of your history with the Service? When 
did you start and what have you done with the 
Service? 

A I started with the Service on December 4th, 1972. 
For the first 16 years of my career I was a 
constable. I spent several years in patrol and 
traffic and the Criminal Intelligence Unit as a 
constable. In April of 1989 I was promoted to 
corporal. I spent a couple years in 
Communications, Detention, another 18 months in 
the Criminal Intelligence Unit, and then I went to 
Youth Section where I spent approximately three 
years there, and then was promoted to sergeant in 
July of '95. I spent two years in the Major Crime 
Section. I then was promoted to superintendent in 
charge of the Human Resources Division. I spent 
10 months there and I was then promoted to Deputy 
Chief on May the 15th, I believe, 1998. 

Q Now, Deputy Chief, as at the end of November of 
1990 your rank then was corporal? 

A Yes, it was. 

Q And where were you stationed exactly? 
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I was -- I spent part of the year in Detention and 
part of the year in Communications. 

Now, you indicated that you spent time in both 
Youth and — did you say Major Crime? 

Yes. 

And would you tell us the period of time you spent 
in Youth, from when to when? 

I spent from July '92 to June of 1 95 in the Youth 
Section as a corporal and then when I was promoted 
to sergeant I spent from July, '95 to July, '97 in 
the Major Crime Section. 

Now, could you tell us about your duties in those 
sections? What kinds of things did you do and 
what kinds of matters did you investigate? 

The three years I spent in the Youth Section 
primarily I investigated the sexual and physical 
abuse of children, and when I went to Major Crimes 
my — for the most part I investigated either 
murders — murder files, suspicious death files, 
or attempted murder files where — as well as when 
there was occasion where it was suspected that the 
person would die and if that person did live, 
ultimately the investigation resulted in assault 
occasioning bodily harm charges. 

I see. During your tenure in those two branches. 
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do you have some idea or have you checked out what 


kind — what numbers of those kinds of files you 
investigated, and if you have could you tell us? 
When I started in the Youth Section I started to 
maintain a file log. Over the course of my tenure 
in the Youth Section and Major Crime I 
investigated 420 files. There were 135 sexual 
assault files. That was primarily in the Youth 
Section. There was 86 assaults or assault causing 
bodily harms, 76 robberies, 10 suspicious deaths 
and 6 murders. 

Now, would the robberies and suspicious deaths and 
murders be in Youth or would that be in Major 
Crime? 

There were, I think — I think two or three 
suspicious deaths and/or a homicide while I was in 
Youth. 

All right. Now, in any of those suspicious 
deaths — or were any of those suspicious deaths 
that you investigated related to freezing? 

I investigated two freezing deaths, yes. 

And without getting into any detail can you just 
give us a — not even a thumbnail sketch, but a 
little pinky sketch — pinky nail sketch, 
concentrating on the process used. First of all. 
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what — were you in Major Crime or what division 
investigated those at that time? 

I was in the Major Crime Section at that time on 
both occasions. 

So that was between '95 and '97? 

That's right. 

And just a thumbnail sketch about the 
circumstances? 

There was a male person found in the snow beside a 
house on 19th Street on March the 27th. I 
investigated that file for approximately one month 
and the file was concluded. The second one was an 
elderly female person who had died in her bedroom, 
in her house, and that — on that occasion or the 
date of that was April 6th, '97, and I concluded 
that file 6 days later. 

And you said this person was frozen in a house? 
Yes. 

What — what led to that? 

Well, throughout the investigation -- or when I 
received the call and when I attended there were - 
- a first responder was present at the scene. 

There was a patrol sergeant at the scene. They 
directed me into an upstairs bedroom where we 
found the female on the floor. It was -- I'm 
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guessing at the temperature. It was well below 
zero and the female was on the floor and when I 
examined the body — actually, I was told by the 
first responder and the patrol sergeant that the 
body was frozen. When I checked the body it was 
in fact frozen and that was one of the reasons why 
they had called me to attend, to — 

You don't normally find frozen people inside a 
house. 

Very unusual. 

And was a cause of death determined? Was it a 
freezing death or was it something else? 

It was a combination of alcohol poisoning and — 
and hypothermia, yes. 

Now, once you became Deputy Chief what were your 
duties? Did they change? 

When I was promoted on May the 15th there was 
another Deputy Chief. I had replaced a retiring 
Deputy Chief, obviously, and there was one other 
Deputy Chief. The second Deputy Chief retired 
about five months after the first one did and 
after that time I was the only Deputy Chief up 
until June of 2002. 

So between — just let me get this straight, 
between about the fall of 1998 and June of — 
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I believe it was October, 1998 and June of 2002. 
You were the sole deputy? 

I was. 

And as sole deputy what were your 
responsibilities? 

I was responsible for the Patrol Division and 
these names change from time to time, but at that 
time it was the Patrol Division, the Criminal 
Investigation Division, Human Resources. I'm just 
trying to think of them all. Community Services 
Division. 

And I guess if you were the sole deputy it would 
be everything, subject to answering to the Chief. 
Well, in actual fact the Chief -- the people in 
charge of Information Technology, the internal 
branch or the Internal Investigation Division and 
the Finance Division reported directly to the 
Chief. 

I see. And as at June of 2002 when the second 
Deputy Chief's position was created, what duties 
did you end up with and are those the same as you 
have today? 

They are the same as today. I'm in charge of the 
Human Resources Division, the Information 
Technology Division, the Records Management 


Volume 33 



6371 


Exam-in-chief D. Wiks 
by Mr. Rossmann 


Division and the Administration Support Section. 
So would it be inaccurate to refer to you as the 
Administrative Deputy Chief and the second Deputy 
Chief would be the Operational Deputy Chief? 

They call my bureau, or we call my bureau the 
Bureau of Support Services. 

And the other bureau? 

Is the Bureau of Community Policing. 

Now, Saskatoon Police Service has been around for 
a while and I understand that you have taken the 
time to have a brief history of the Service 
developed, and I wonder if you could tell the 
inquiry the history of the Service, when did it 
start and how has it developed? I don't want 
great detail here, but just a thumbnail sketch. 
Well, the police force was formed in 1903 and I'm 
not going to go through the last 100 years of our 
history. I think everybody — 

No, please. 

— wouldn't enjoy that, but maybe I could just 
touch on the time I've been here and it's over 31 
years, and so in 1973 the population of Saskatoon 
was about 132,000 and there were about 218 police 
officers. In 2003 the population of Saskatoon is 
213,000 people and there is exactly 355 police 
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officers. In every police agency, including ours, 
there's two major bureaus. That's what we call 
them today. One is for Operations and the other 
one is Administration. The Operations Division 
has two sides to it basically and so it's a lot 
more complicated than that, but I don't want to 
get too in depth. One side is the Uniform 
Division and the other side is Investigations. 
During the time — or for the first 18 years or so 
-- 16 years actually — 

That's of your tenure? 

— of my tenure — 

Which started in 1972? 

That's right. The Criminal Investigation 
Division, and we've always had one, was 
specialized in nature. What I mean by that is 
that we had a General Investigation Section. We 
had a Major Crimes Section. We had a Morality 
Section. We had a Criminal Intelligence Section. 
And for the most part all of those sections were 
administered by a staff sergeant. On top of the 
staff sergeant would be -- from time to time it 
would change, but an inspector and then a 
superintendent and then it would go up to a deputy 
chief. In 1988 there was a — a change in 
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philosophy and I don't remember it in depth, but I 
do have some memory of there was a change towards 
generalization rather than specialization. 

Just before you get into that. Deputy Chief, 
skipping ahead a little bit — 

Okay. 

-- I understand that when this inquiry was called 
Chief Sabo appointed you to be the primary person 
responsible for coordinating the Saskatoon Police 
Service efforts with respect to this inquiry? 

That's correct. 

And as such did you take steps to familiarize 
yourself with various aspects, and what did you do 
to get ready, as it were? 

Well, I tried to prepare myself by learning as 
much about this police — about the police 
organization as I possibly could. Needless to 
say, I didn't know everything and — but in an 
attempt to prepare for this inquiry I had reports 
commissioned, research done, and those reports, at 
least some of the — most of the reports were 
given to the Commission counsel. 

What about — did you take any action yourself in 
terms of interviews? 

I did. I -- in August of 2003 I sat down with the 
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administration of the day in 1990 and I talked to 
Chief Penkala, Deputy Chief Montague, Deputy Chief 
Wagner, Deputy Chief O'Hare, and I spoke to them 
about the philosophy of the investigations at the 
Saskatoon Police Service during — during 1990 and 
before. And what I got from them is that there 
was an attempt to better connect between the 
frontline officers and our Detective Division. 
There were some communication gaps. I remember 
them well. The communication between those two 
divisions was not the best and there was an 
attempt to make that connection better, so — 

Q So in 1988 changes were a reaction to attempt to 
better what had been? 

A That's right. 

Q Okay. 

A That's right. 

Q Go on. 

A And in addition to that it was an effort to 

improve our community relations with respect to 
investigators and again the frontline, opening up 
those communication channels. If there were — 
and I'll call them hot spots throughout the city - 
- these investigators were assigned certain areas 
to tend to difficult situations, break-ins, for 


Volume 33 





1 

2 


6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


637 5 Exam-in-chief D. Wiks 

by Mr. Rossmann 

example. If there was a lot of break-ins 
happening in one area of the city, the 
investigator as well as the frontline people would 
be aware of it, the communication channels would 
be open and they would come up — they would 
attempt to come up with some strategy to resolve 
those problems. 

Q Okay. So that was the theory behind the changes. 

A That's right. That was the theory from — that 

was a theory from — going from specialization to 
generalization. That was the reason for the 
generalization. What the expectations there were, 
however, is that all — all of the detectives 
could investigate all things. In other words, an 
investigator would investigate everything from a 
stolen bicycle, and I don't mean to minimize the 
theft of bicycles by any stretch of the 
imagination, to homicides and — and everything in 
between, with the exception of some things. We 
still had a Commercial Crime or Fraud Section at 
that time. We still had a Criminal Investigation 
Section. So there were still sections that 
remained, but when it came to crimes against 
property and people, there was an expectation that 
these investigators would know everything about 
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all of these events and how to investigate them 
properly. 

Okay. And the system was implemented or this 
change in philosophy? I'm not sure what the 
better descriptor is. 

I'm not sure either and — but I would describe it 
as a change in philosophy, a change in the way we 
did business at that time. 

All right. And when did that start? When was 
that implemented? 

I believe it started around 1988, the first part 
of 1988, and it went on until 1991, end of 1990, 
into '91. 

Okay. I think we'll come back a bit to some of 
those reasons later -- 
Okay. 

— but I think that's useful for this point. Now, 
just continuing on a bit with the history, I 
understand that you have also gathered some stats 
and information about the physical plant and 
budget and whatnot from — as sort of was 
developed in recent years. 

Right. I just might mention that the four core 
functions of — or responsibilities of any police 
service is calls for service, investigations. 
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traffic enforcement and community contact. I 
wanted to just mention our budget. Budgets have 
always been very tight and I reflect back to 1990 
and I think of the zero per cent increases in 
budgets, the prices of things were still going up 
and all of those increases had to be absorbed, 
which would result in things like cutting back on 
training, cutting back on the number of people we 
could potentially hire, et cetera, et cetera, et 
cetera. From my experience over the last five 
years, at least, everything stems from the budget. 
If you don't have the money you don't — you're 
not able to do some things that probably you 
should be doing. 

Q M' hm. 

A In 1990 our budget was approximately 26 million 
dollars. In — 

HESJE: If I could for a moment, Mr. 

Rossmann, I'm sorry to interrupt, but you've 
provided a very useful summary of this and I don't 
believe it will be marked as an exhibit, but I 
doubt that anyone would object if the Commissioner 
had a copy to follow along. 

ROSSMANN: Oh, certainly not. 

HESJE: It might save taking some notes. 
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MR. ROSSMANN: I'm sorry, Mr. Commissioner, we 

did — Deputy Chief Wiks did prepare some 
summaries for himself, but because they — they're 
not really reports, so we didn't feel it 
appropriate to mark it as an exhibit. 

THE WITNESS: And, Your Lordship, this is my own 

typing so you'll have to excuse any errors. 


THE COMMISSIONER: 

can find. 
THE WITNESS: 

THE COMMISSIONER: 
THE WITNESS: 


I'll look closely to see what I 


All right. 

Thank you. 

All right. In 1990 our budget was 
approximately 27 million dollars. In 2003 it was 
approximately 40 million. As in most 
organizations, 83 per cent of the budgets are 
taken up in wages and benefits for the staff, 17 
per cent pays for the buildings we operate, the 
vehicles we drive, the uniforms, the training we 
provide, the computers, the pens and papers and 
everything else that goes along with it. The next 
thing I wanted to mention is that in 1974 The 
Police Act came into effect and what The Police 
Act tried to do, or does, is it created some 
regulations and provided some consistency within 
the police agencies within — for municipal police 
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agencies within the Province of Saskatchewan in 
areas of discipline, clothing and equipment, 
forms, recruiting and training. The Act also 
describes the responsibilities of the Board of 
Police Commissioners in each municipality and 
they're responsible for the delivery of police 
services within the municipality and developing 
long-term plans for the police service. The 
responsibilities of the chief is the management, 
administration and operation of the police 
service, the maintenance of law and order and the 
maintenance of discipline. The responsibility of 
every member, every sworn member, is to preserve 
the peace, the prevention of crime and offences 
against the laws in force, and the apprehension of 
criminals, offenders and others who may lawfully 
be taken into custody. They're also responsible 
for executing all warrants and to perform all 
duties that may lawfully be performed by 
constables or peace officers in relation to the 
escorting and conveyance of persons in lawful 
custody to and from courts, places of confinement, 
correctional facilities or camps, hospitals or 
other places. 

Those are just taken right out of The Police Act 
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and those sections have not changed much since the 
-- I gather there was a Police Act before 1974 but 
'74 was a major revision? 

That's right. 

As was the 1990 Act? 

Exactly. This Act gets amended from time to time. 
M' hm. 

In addition to that, there's — there's also — it 
also identifies how people are suspended or 
relieved from duty. 

M' hm. 

I thought it might be valuable that the Commission 
knows what those conditions are, that there are 
reasonable grounds to believe a member has 
contravened the Act, and I'll apologize, I didn't 
include that in the notes that's before everybody 
here. 

That's fine. I think you're familiar with the 
process. 

There are reasonable grounds to believe a member 
has contravened the Act or any other Act, or it's 
necessary to maintain public confidence in the 
police service or to maintain the security of 
police operations. 

That's section 53? 
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That's section 53, yes. There's also section 60 
of the Act which describes where if a member has 
been found guilty of an offence under the Criminal 
Code or any Act that may render the member 
unsuitable for the police service or if the member 
has conducted himself or herself in a manner that, 
despite remedial efforts, renders the member 
unsuitable for the police service or establishes 
the member is incompetent for police services, the 
Chief may do any one of a number of things, 
including dismissal. 

Now, there's another process, is there not, 
essentially a discipline charge under the 
discipline code or the discipline regulations? 
Right, yes, there is. 

And that's — that's separate and aside from 
section 60, is that correct? 

That's correct. 

Okay. With respect to your — the police service 
personnel and physical plant, could you tell us a 
little bit about that? How many people work there 
and who are they and what do they do besides 
police officers? 

We have three unions in our building. There's the 
CUPE 59 union representing most non-police 
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personnel. There's a Saskatoon City Police 
Association representing special constables, 
constables, sergeants and staff sergeants, 
totalling 392 members, and then the third union is 
the Saskatoon Police Executive Officers 
Association representing directors, inspectors and 
superintendents, totalling 8 members. With 
respect to our facility, we moved into our present 
facility in 1977 with 310 staff. 

Just hang on a second. I thought a minute ago you 
said that there are 355 police officers, but the 
numbers you just read don't add up to 355. 

Three hundred and fifty-five is the number of 
regular members — or members that are constable, 
sergeant and staff sergeants. 

Okay. 

In that rank. There's also 46 special constables. 
What do they do and what's the different — 

The — and I'll call them regular members, they 
are the street people, they go out and do the 
investigations. There are some that do work 
inside, however. But the special constables 
primarily work in our Communications Section, our 
Detention Centre, in the — at the Service Centre, 
and we have three people working in our Criminal 
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Intelligence Unit. 

And do the special constables have the same 
training? Do they go to the Saskatchewan Police 
College? 

No, they don't. 

And do they carry weapons? 

No, they don't. 

Do they work out on the street? 

No, they don't. 

Okay. Thank you. 

With respect to our facilities, we moved into our 
present site in 1977 and we moved in with 310 
staff members. At present we have approximately 
450 people working out of the building. In 
addition, we have approximately 35 people working 
out of four off-site locations in the city, that's 
the Little Chief Community Station on 20th Street, 
Saskatoon Square right next to our building and — 
What is at Saskatoon Square? 

Our Commercial Crimes Section was moved out in 
1999 in preparation for the — a renovation that 
took place. We were sorely in need of a 
renovation that had never been done for 25 years 
or so and we needed — and after the renovation we 
didn't get any more space. As a matter of fact. 
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we lost some space and we had to move one of our 
operational sections to the building next to our 
police headquarters. So they occupy space, about 
2,000 square feet of space over there. 

Q Okay. What other places are used? 

A We have the Child Centre, which is located 

downtown. It came into being in 1999. It's about 
4,600 square feet of space. We have our child 
sexual and physical abuse investigators working 
out of that building as well as our Victim 
Services people. And the Little Chief Station, we 
have a service centre there and as well we have 
six people — seven people working out of that 
building. Our community liaison people are 
stationed there. 

Q What about the University of Saskatchewan at 

Innovation Place, is there people located there? 

A Yes, we have eight people — our canine people are 
located over there. We moved in there last year. 
As I said, there's eight of them. They work — 
their lockers are housed there. They have a desk, 
et cetera, telephone, but obviously they're 
usually on the street, but we needed the space, we 
needed to open up space for locker space and — 
and the canine people do a lot of training out 
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there so it seemed to be a very good location to 
set up some office space as well. 

I understand that the service has been canvassing 
the issue of its space requirements for the 
future. Can you tell us about that just briefly? 
We did an extensive renovation on our main floor, 
as I said, in 2000, but as — as we were growing 
it was obvious that we needed to have a long-term 
plan for expansion. In 2002, June, 2002 we 
contracted an architect firm, Carruthers and Shaw 
out of Toronto, they were specialists in police 
facilities, and they came in and did a needs 
assessment of our building. They interviewed 
several of our staff. They compared our place and 
other police agencies across the country and at 
the end of the day it was determined that we were 
45,000 square feet underspaced. We needed 45,000 
square feet today and an additional 35,000 square 
feet by 2011 to properly house the operations that 
we had today and were expecting for tomorrow. 

All right. I believe you have also gathered some 
statistics on numbers of police officers in 
comparison to other places. I wonder if you could 
advise us of your findings? 

According to the Canadian Centre of Justice 
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Statistics, these statistics are generated by the 
Federal Government. They come out twice a year 
and the most recent statistics that we have 
received was that we have 168 police officers per 
100,000 in Saskatoon, and that compares to 182 
police officers per 100,000 in Regina. There is 

— it costs approximately $177 per capita for 
policing in Saskatoon, and, again, I'm comparing 
our friends to the south, it costs $206 per capita 
for policing there. In Saskatoon we have 14,000 

— or we had 14,000 -- I think these are 2002 
statistics — 14,022 incidents of crime per 
100,000 in Saskatoon and there are 14,722 
incidents of crime per 100,000 in Regina. We have 
the second highest crime rate, I'm sorry to say, 
in the country. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Were you moving on to something 

else now, Mr. Rossmann? 

MR. ROSSMANN: Yes. 

THE COMMISSIONER: This might be an appropriate time 

for us to take a break. 

(PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED AT 3:28 P.M. & RECONVENED AT 
3:50 P.M.) 

Q MR. ROSSMANN: Deputy Chief, as part of 

preparation for this proceeding did you create any 
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sort of a team to assist in dealing with various 
matters that may come up? 

We did. We constructed an issue team. Chief Sabo 
gave me the responsibility of constructing a group 
of people that could assist in preparing for the 
inquiry. We started that around July the 2nd of 
2003. The people on the issue team were from the 
professional standards, from our planning and 
research section. We had a member from the 
Association on the issue team and we had the 
superintendent from the Criminal Investigation 
Division. 

What kinds of things did the issue team deal with? 
In preparation for the inquiry we thought that it 
was important to identify somebody to be a liaison 
between the SPS and the Commission, so we 
designated one person for that. We had 
anticipated that there might be information that 
was required by the Commission from us and we 
thought it would be the most efficient way of 
doing things, is to identify one person that could 
be that contact. In addition, we talked to the 
Commission counsel about security for the venues. 
We had that discussion. As well, we had a media 
strategy. We knew that this would create a great 
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deal of media interest and we discussed how we 
should react to or share with the media any 
information. So we came up with a strategy for 
that. As well, we came up with a communication 
strategy for our members. We wanted to give our 
members as much information in a timely fashion as 
the inquiry unfolded. For example, we would meet 
or — we would meet with the platoons who were 
working after every day of the inquiry to update 
them and keep them abreast of what had transpired 
during the day. In addition to that, we had a 
communications strategy with our Police 
Association. We had a member from the Association 
sitting on the issue team to get any information 
that the Association needed back to them as 
quickly as we possibly could. We also set up an 
inquiry line for the public if in fact we were to 
receive calls. We thought it best for -- for the 
information coming from the department that it be 
coming from one person. So we instructed all of 
our members or informed all of our members of this 
inquiry line and if in fact anybody had any — any 
members of the public had any questions about the 
inquiry our members were asked to have those 
people phone in to this inquiry line and we would 
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get back to them as quickly as we possibly could. 

I understand that some tips were received on that 
as well? 

Yes, there were. 

And what became of those? 

If we were to receive information regarding the 
inquiry we transferred those tips to the RCMP for 
follow-up investigation if that were needed. Any 
time that we received that type of information we 
got back to the RCMP immediately. 

Okay, thank you. Deputy. 

And, of course, we had communication with the 
outside police agencies, primarily the RCMP, and 
we had discussions with them for things like the 
security in the room, and we also had discussions 
with the Department of Justice in — in 
preparation for the inquiry. We talked to them 
and just had a very general discussion about what 
we were doing. We wanted to tell as many people 
that may become involved in this inquiry what our 
strategies were and how we were preparing for 
them. 

Deputy Chief, how did — how did you get involved 
in the whole — or did you have some involvement 
with this matter right from 2000, the year 2000? 
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And by "this matter" I don't mean the Neil 
Stonechild inquiry, but I mean Project Ferric, 
which was the RCMP investigation and whatnot? I 
wonder if you can tell us how you got involved 
with that whole issue. 

On February the 4th, 2000 — actually, it was a 
constable at that time, came in to see Chief 
Scott. He explained to Chief Scott that he had 
received information from Darrell Night that he 
had — that Darrell Night had told him or asked 
him about the death of Lawrence Wegner, and during 
that conversation, this was during a traffic stop, 
during this conversation Mr. Night had told Ehalt 
that police officers had dropped him off outside 
of town close to where Mr. Wegner was found. When 

And how did you get involved in that? 

After Ehalt had had this discussion with Chief 
Scott, Chief Scott had directed that Constable 
Ehalt attend my office immediately, and when he 
did that he explained what he had explained to 
Chief Scott. I told him to go out and find Mr. 
Darrell Night immediately and get a statement from 
him. Ehalt — it took some time for him to do 
that, but he did find him that same day and did 
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get a statement from him. 

Q And did Chief Scott ask you to have some further 
involvement, and I don't want you to go into the 
detail, but at this time did you do any 
investigation yourself? 

A I did. Chief Scott directed me to take over the 
investigation to make sure that it was done 
properly, to oversee it, and as a result of that I 
began an investigation in concert with other 
members of the Police Service on Saturday morning. 

Q Now ultimately this matter — or that matter, the 
complaint by Mr. Night, was turned over to the 
RCMP at the request or — at the request of Chief 
Scott, is that right? 

A That's correct. 

Q And you — do you know when the RCMP took over? 

A A request to the Department of Justice was made on 
February the 16th, 2000 by Chief Scott to have an 
outside agency investigate the Darrell Night 
complaint, as well as look into the deaths of Mr. 
Naistus and Mr. Wegner. 

Q All right. Now — 

A And maybe I should just finish that. 

Q — with respect to the investigation of the 

complaint by Mr. Night, I think you said you got 
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involved or you were asked by Chief Scott to take 
over that investigation from Constable Ehalt when? 
That same day. That would have been February the 
4th. The same day that Ehalt came in to tell us 
about the thing Chief Scott directed me to take 
over — or to oversee the investigation, to see 
that it was done properly. 

And just give us a thumbnail sketch of what you 
did, not the full detail, but what steps did you 
take? I'm interested more here in procedure than 
anything. 

I contacted another investigator. As a result of 
reading the statement I contacted the people who 
would be — who may have been involved in the — 
and have information relative to the Night 
complaint. That was during the day of February 
the 5 th . And then I, that night, interviewed the 
platoon that was working the night that Darrell 
Night said that he had been dropped off by police 
officers. 

And what was the next step in that after you 
interviewed the platoon members? 

On February the 7 th , two days later, two members 
of our police service came forward and admitted 
that they had done — or that they had dropped Mr. 
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Night off out of town. 

Then you said — what happened to those members at 
that time? 

Shortly after that they were suspended from duty 
and subsequent to that they were charged with 
unlawful confinement and assault, I believe. 

There was a subsequent trial to that and they were 
found guilty and sentenced to jail for eight 
months. 

Now, you mentioned that, I believe it was February 
16 th , the request went to the Minister to appoint 
an outside agency and the Minister appointed the 
RCMP to conduct that investigation. And at some 
point I understand from Chief Superintendent 
McFadyen's evidence that the Neil Stonechild 
matter was added to the RCMP's mandates. Is that 
your understanding? 

That's correct. 

Now, did you have some involvement with 
coordinating matters or — or dealing with the 
RCMP in terms of the entire investigation? 

Chief Scott asked me to be the administrative 
liaison between the — the service and the RCMP. 

My instructions were that we were to cooperate 
fully, that we were to make every attempt to 
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provide the RCMP with any and all information that 
they — that they would require to fully 
investigate all three complaints. 

When did you — did you meet with Chief 
Superintendent McFadyen at any time or times? And 
I wonder if you can run over your recollection of 
the time sequence and what happened at significant 
meetings, not every little dealing, but any — 
anything of significance that you recall. 

I met with then Inspector McFadyen shortly after 
the file had been turned over — or the — the 
RCMP had been identified as the lead agency on the 
investigations. I met with him, and on the first 
occasion we went over what each other's 
expectations would be. I told him that we would 
be fully cooperative, that anything that the RCMP 
needed they would get. If there was anything at 
all that he needed, I or someone else would 
provide that for -- for them. 

What about, were the RCMP to report to you or 
receive instructions from you or anyone at 
Saskatoon Police Service? 

When the file was — when Chief Scott sent a 
letter to the Justice Department, after that 
decision was made Chief Scott and myself sat down. 


Volume 33 





6395 


Exam-in-chief D. Wiks 
by Mr. Rossmann 


We just made a conscious decision at that time 
that — and — and we had thought that the RCMP 
would be the — would be the — the lead agency on 
this — on — on this investigation, or on the 
investigations. We made a conscious decision that 
we would let this thing unfold on — on the RCMP's 
schedule. We wouldn't interfere, we wouldn't 
direct, we wouldn't become involved unless we were 
asked to become involved by the RCMP. We made a 
conscious decision to do that. We wanted to make 
sure that there could be no suggestion that there 
was any collusion between us and the RCMP as this 
thing unfolded. 

Now, Chief Superintendent McFadyen mentioned a 
meeting that — that dealt with a concern that 
apparently was raised by Constable Senger. What 
can you tell us about that? 

There was only two times that I — I broke that 
rule, that I can remember at least. The first 
time was when we received a complaint from 
Constable Senger, the chief received a complaint 
from Constable Senger. And I can't remember how 
Superintendent MacEwan got involved in this to be 
honest with you, but he had phoned Inspector 
McFadyen and — and said — and — and expressed 
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the concern that had been expressed to us by 
Senger. And then Superintendent McFadyen came up 
and we met and we discussed the issue. They 
explained how the thing unfolded. At the end of 
the day I understood why they did what they did 
and — 

This was — this was the — or the interview of 
Constable Senger in his house with his children 
present. 

That's correct. 

And so I think we heard Chief Superintendent 
McFadyen indicate that that matter was resolved, 
and are you saying that was resolved to your 
satisfaction? 

It was and I -- I sat down with Constable Senger 
at that time, or shortly after that and — and, in 
general terms, told him that we — that we had met 
with the RCMP and that I was satisfied with the 
tactics they had used. They were — they were — 
the tactics they had used were no different than 
the tactics I would have used in a similar 
situation. 

Now you said that was the first time you breached 
the rule. What was the other time? 

The second time was when I phoned Superintendent 
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McFadyen about the disinterment of Neil 
Stonechild's body. I found out through the media 
that this was going to happen and I thought that 
if the media knew, that so should we, and when I 
did phone him he explained how — how -- how the 
news broke or how it -- he said he didn't know how 
the news broke, quite frankly, at that particular 
time I don't think, and his explanation was — or 
I understood his explanation and he -- he had told 
me at that time that after -- he had confirmed 
that — that the exhumation was going to take 
place and that after it was all — all the 
investigative procedures were conducted he would 
get back to me with the results. 

Q All right. Now, it's my understanding from Chief 
Superintendent McFadyen's evidence that the — the 
Senger incident occurred sometime — or the 
correspondence with yourself, communications with 
yourself, occurred sometime around the end of May 
and that at that meeting there was also some 
updating done by him to you about the status of 
the Neil Stonechild matter. Do you recall that? 

A Yes, I do, and — and at that particular point in 
time it's my recollection at least that they had 
conduct — or they were progressing with the 
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investigation on — on the Neil Stonechild file. 
That they had found out that two of our officers 
had attended a call which had involved Neil 
Stonechild. That they had established some times 
from CPIC checks as well as from our SIMS records. 
It was a general conversation about that and again 
it was — it was more of a progress report than 
anything else. 

M'hm. Now I -- I also understand that sometime in 
June a further meeting was held where 
Superintendent — or Chief Superintendent McFadyen 
gave you a more detailed update. Do you recall 
that? 

Yes, I do and — 

And do you recall what — the substance of what 
you were told? 

Again, and it wasn't necessarily specific to the 
Neil Stonechild file. It was — 

Fair enough, but just relate matters that relate 
to the Neil Stonechild matter. 

Again, it — it had to do with the times around 
the CPIC checks, it had to do with the times that 
the call was received to Snowberry Downs, and I 
believe at that time he had indicated that there 
had been other people that Neil -- that the 
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witness had told about these events it's my 
recollection. I think it was that time. And — 
Did you know who the witness was at that time? 

I don't believe I did. 

Anything else? Was this — was this a more formal 
report or was this another informal, progress 
report? 

No, it — it was a formal report. 

And I don't mean these were — these reports 
weren't in writing? 

No — none of the reports that I had received from 
the RCMP were in writing until we received 
disclosure via the Commission. 

Okay. 

We did, however, receive requests in writing from 
the RCMP for records checks, for information that 
I'd indicated before that they needed to progress 
the — the investigation. 

Now, when did — did — did Chief Superintendent 
McFadyen at some time make you aware that there 
was an allegation about seeing — someone seeing 
Neil Stonechild in the back of a police car, 
handcuffed and bleeding? 

Yes, and — 

Do you recall when you first became aware of that 
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allegation? 

I believe -- I believe it was in July. It was 
either the June meeting or the July meeting that 
Superintendent McFadyen had told me that the 
witness had said that — or the allegation was 
that Neil Stonechild was last seen in a patrol car 
in the backseat handcuffed and bleeding, and 
yelling that they were going to kill me. 

Now, was there any discussion about the two 
officers that had — had done the CPIC check and 
— and how the time lines there worked? 

My recollection is that — that the time lines 
were — were given to us or given to me and I 
recall a comment by Superintendent McFadyen that 
they still had concerns about the time lines, and 
what I'm talking about there is — is from the 
time the call was received to — by our officers 
to attend at Snowberry Downs, the CPIC check done 
on Mr. Horse, the — the CPIC check that was done 
on — on Neil Stonechild, the CPIC check that was 
done on Mr. Genaille, and then finally the CPIC 
check that was done on Mr. Ewart sometime a little 
later. So they were still working on that. 

M' hm. 

And so those were the types of discussions that we 
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were having at that time. 

I see. Chief Superintendent McFadyen referred to 
a discussion where Superintendent Grosy, I've 
forgotten his full name, but it would be Mr. 
Holdbright and Mr. Ken MacKay were at in Regina. 

Do you recall a meeting such as that? 

I recall that, yes. 

What was — what was your -- what's your 
recollection of the essentials of that meeting? 

We sat — or the reason for the meeting, the 
reason why we had Mr. MacKay attend the meeting 
was that he reviewed all -- all of the police 
files, police complaints down at Justice in 
Regina. And we went — we went through the file 
and with — with the information that the RCMP had 
acquired between the time they got the file and on 
— in August of 2000. 

So that meeting was sometime in August of 2000. 
That's right. 

Okay. 

And we went through the file in an effort to 
establish whether or not there — there was 
reasonable grounds to believe that — that members 
of the SPS and in particular Hartwig and Senger 
had committed a criminal offence. 
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Okay. Now, let me ask you do you know of any — 
any reason that Justice would be involved or does 
Justice have any policy about being involved when 
charges might or might not be laid against police 
officers? 

Any time there's allegations of criminal 
misconduct by police officers an investigation is 
conducted and it's policy that — 

Whose policy? 

I don't know if it's in the legislation or not. I 
-- I know that we've always done it. It could be 
under The Police Act, I'm not sure. But any — 
before charges are laid, again with respect to 
wrongdoing, criminal — a criminal act by a police 
officer, the file has to be sent to Sask Justice 
for review. The people down in — in the Justice 
Department review the file and if they're 
satisfied that criminal charges should be laid, 
they are laid. 

Now, this meeting that you were dealing with in 
August of 2000 with Mr. McKay and others, I think 
we now know that the investigation was not 
complete at that time. 

That's correct. 

So final decisions would not have been made there. 
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Is that — 

That's correct. 

— a fair assumption? 

We were just reviewing the information that the 
RCMP had acquired, again from the time they 
received the file to August of 2000. 

Okay. Now, I understand that you also had an 
encounter or a — or a chance encounter with 
someone from the RCMP sometime probably in 
October, and certain information was asked of you? 
And I -- I've got a question mark around that 
date, and I -- I believe it was in October because 
I remember attending a meeting down at "F" 

Division Headquarters and it was either 
Superintendent McFadyen or -- or Staff Sergeant 
Lyons who stopped me in the hallway and asked 
me if we had any officers that had thick glasses 
and — 

Were you advised as to the — why the officer 
asking you that question was asking you that 
question? 

Apparently there was some suggestion that the 
witness, Mr. Roy, had indicated that the driver of 
the patrol car that he had seen Neil Stonechild in 
had — was wearing thick glasses, and I think the 
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term "Coke bottle glasses" was used but — that's 
my recollection anyway. 

M' hm. 

And I did tell them that three police officers did 
come to mind. 

And you gave those names? 

Yes. 

Now, do you recall when you first saw any autopsy 
photographs of Mr. Stonechild and who showed those 
to you? 

My recollection was it was November, December, but 
I now know that it was on November -- 
Of 2000? 

Of 2000, yes. I know now it was November 15 th , 
2000. And I had met with Superintendent McFadyen 
and Staff Sergeant Lyons in my office to talk 
about the Stonechild matter. They showed — 
showed me autopsy pictures of — of Neil 
Stonechild — Stonechild's face and wrist. It 
appeared to me at that time that based on what I 
saw in the picture that the cuts on the nose were 
deep. It appeared that the marks on the wrists 
were either ligature marks or clothing marks. And 
I had had some experience with people freezing and 
remembering that at least on one occasion that 
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there were those types of marks around the 
person's wrists. And then — and Superintendent 
McFadyen indicated that there was — there was an 
indication that Hartwig and Senger may be involved 
but there was still nothing definite that could 
connect them. 

Was there any new information about the — about 
that possibility given to you at that meeting that 
you recall? 

Not that I recall. 

Now, Superintendent — Chief Superintendent 
McFadyen gave some evidence about a meeting later 
in the November whereat Staff Sergeant Zoorkan and 
Constable Gordon were at and, in fairness, I think 
you were here for his testimony. 

I was . 

And do you have anything to say about that or add 
to that or — 

Other than the RCMP asked us for assistance with 
regards to reviewing the transcripts of the — of 
the wiretaps and I suggested Zoorkan and Gordon 
because they were available, and Zoorkan in 
particular has a corporate history. Gordon's 
somewhat junior, that doesn't say he doesn't have 
a history, just not — not as long. 
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1 Q A good history? 

2 A Yes, yes. And I thought those two — two people 

3 would be appropriate for -- for that. 

4 Q Now, Part VI is what — 

5 A Wiretap. 

6 Q what I would call a wiretap. 

7 A Yes. 

8 Q When did you first found out about the wiretap? 

9 A I first found out about it on -- in November of 

10 2000 at that meeting, I believe. 

11 Q And — and the Saskatoon Police Service never 

12 arranged any wiretap, did it? Or did it? 

13 A No. 

14 Q So that was an RCMP decision and operation? 

15 A That was an — 

16 Q And obviously a wiretap — was there a good reason 

17 that they would have kept from you the fact that 

18 they were doing a wiretap? 

19 A I would have -- I really would have done the same 

20 thing. I wouldn't have told the agency that I was 

21 — about the wiretap. 

22 Q M'hm. It's self-obvious, isn't it? 

23 A Yes. 

24 Q Now, at some point, according to previous 

25 testimony, you were approached by Constable 
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Louttit. Can you tell us about that? 

Yes. 

And, first of all, when was that? 

That was in March of 2001. Constable Louttit came 
up to me and told me that he had been going 
through his footlocker in — at his home and that 
he had found the Neil Stonechild file and that he 
wanted to turn that over to me so I could turn it 
over to the RCMP. 

And what did you instruct him to do and what did 
you — what happened? 

He turned the file over to me. I then sent a memo 
and — and attached the — the material that 
Constable Louttit had given me and had Sergeant 
Zoorkan attend at my office, and I turned it over 
to him instructing him to contact the RCMP 
immediately and advise them that we had at least a 
portion of the file, I didn't know if it was the 
entire file or not at that particular point in 
time. 

Now, by the time the evidence has been led here 
indicating that Sergeant Zoorkan — Staff Sergeant 
Zoorkan had been designated as a liaison with the 
RCMP . 

Yes. 
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So that's — is that why he was contacted? 

And it's my recollection that — that Staff 
Sergeant Zoorkan was acting in the capacity of a 
superintendent relieving Superintendent Grosy who 
was the day-to-day liaison with the RCMP and the 
operational people. 

Okay. 

So that's why I think I got a hold of Zoorkan at 
that particular time. 

Now, Constable Louttit brought the file in. Did 
you keep a copy of it? Did you have it copied? 

X didn't -- I didn't have it copied but I read it. 
Okay. You read it at that time? 

Yes. 

I'm going to show you Exhibit P-61 and ask you if 
that's what was brought in. 

Yes, this is the memo that I typed up and — and 
this is the file or at least a copy of the file. 
It's got my stamp on the top of the page. It's 
dated March 20 th , 2001. 

You said you went over that file when you received 
it? 

Yes. 

And you've gone over that file since, have you? 
I've gone over the file several times since, yes. 
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And what were your thoughts then and now and what 
are your — what are your thoughts about the file 
generally? And now you were a Major Crimes 
investigator for several years. 

For two years, yes. 

Okay. So you have direct experience. What — 
what — give us your opinion of how this file was 
handled. 

When I first read the file I hadn't given too much 
consideration of — of how it was handled, 
necessarily, I was more interested in the 
information it contained. I didn't have a real 
good — or make a real good assessment of the 
thing or the investigation that was conducted 
based on the content of it. 

Fair enough. What is — you've gone over it since 
in — have you gone over it since in more detail? 

I have. When -- when the Inquiry or Commission 
was constructed, one of the mandates was to look 
into the investigation of the file. I -- I went 
over it and I'm thinking several -- several times, 
or I want to say several times, it feels like 
several times, but at least three or four times, 
just to have a look at — at that particular 
component of — of the file. 
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Q From that point of view can you tell us what your 
thoughts are? 

A When I went over it with the intention of 

critiquing the file, the first thing that came to 
my mind that is — is the policy that existed then 
and now. And I guess I put it in the context of 
what Major Crime investigators did in — sorry, in 
1995, '96, '97 when I started in there. And I 

looked at the first — the first responder 
component of the — of the file and that was 
Constable Lagimodiere. And I just made a list and 
— and Lagimodiere obviously attended the scene, 
he checked the body for any signs of life, that's 
according to policy, he spoke to the witness — 
the witnesses, he secured the scene. And it's not 
clear in — in the file if he called for a 
supervisor or if Communication Section just 
dispatched a supervisor, but according to the 
report a supervisor was in attendance. And he 
noted the coming and going of additional 
personnel. And as far as a first responder is 
concerned he — he met the — the basic test or 
criteria for -- for what his responsibilities 
would have been. But he went farther than that. 
And again I don't know if he called Identification 
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Section or if Identification Section was just 
dispatched in due course through the — I don't 
know how they got there, it doesn't indicate that 
in the report. But Identification Section was 
called and they did attend. He called -- he 
called the Canine Section. He even went as far as 
checking the Canada Weather Services to see what 
the temperatures were over the course of the last 
preceding two or three days. In his report he 
described, I thought very nicely, the position of 
the body, for example, what kind of clothing was 
on the body, he — he noted the area around the 
body and he called the coroner. At least I think 
he called the coroner because a coroner was in 
attendance. So that was the first responder, and 
I quite — 

One of the comments that had been — or one of the 
allegations or concerns that have been raised, as 
you know, is that no detective attended. 

Well, I'll get to that in a minute — 

Okay. 

— because again I, as I'm suggesting here, in my 
opinion Lagimodiere met — met the responsibili¬ 
ties of a — of a first responder. Then I looked 
at the reports by Morton, the Identification 
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officer. And again he made notes of the scene, 
very detailed notes, made notes of the body and 
the clothing, noted there were scrapes or 
scratches across the bridge of the nose. He did 
scene photos and — and a video, and it's my 
recollection that a video was — was breaking 
technology for the Identification Section of the 
SPS at that particular time. That's my 
recollection. I may be wrong on that. He had 
Middleton, his partner, who by the way was in 
training, he was a rotation — at least I think he 
was a rotational constable, just going through the 
section to get a flavour of what Identification 
does. But he instructed Middleton to escort the 
body to the hospital. 

Is there any significance to that? 

To maintain continuity. 

Is that a major concern or does that denote 
anything to you? 

Well, it tells me that at least Morton saw that — 
that this was suspicious, that continuity of the 
body should be maintained. Morton attended the — 
the hospital and talked to the pathologist, he 
returned to the hospital with — with the 
investigator regarding fingerprints. And I'm 
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making the assumption that Morton and Jarvis had a 
discussion about the scene at the time they were 
going to the hospital or at the hospital. And he 
seized — seized clothing. Now again my 
assessment of this is that — that he did what had 
to be done — and I could be missing some stuff. 
Did you ever work in the Ident Section? 

Never. 

Okay. 

Never. 

So you're basing this on — on what, your opinion, 
is that based upon your dealings with Ident in 
other cases or what? 

Absolutely. Identification officers and 
investigators work together very closely. They'd 
play off each other. If -- they discuss the — 
the scenes, there are suggestions back and forth 
as to what evidence should be collected, what 
should be photographed. That's the way it's 
supposed to work. That's why it's important to 
have an investigator there and — 

But one wasn't there in this case. 

That's right, one wasn't there, but that wasn't 
necessarily Morton's responsibility to have one 
there. Then there was the patrol sergeant. And 
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for all intents and purposes as soon as the patrol 
sergeant arrived he — he became the lead -- lead 
investigator until such time as an investigator 
arrived. He — he took over that responsibility 
from Lagimodiere. That's the way it's supposed to 
work. And what the patrol sergeant's supposed to 
do is — is take over the scene, assess the 
situation, determine whether or not the scene is 
suspicious, and if he determines that the scene is 
suspicious then he should call an investigator. 

Now that applied, in my recollection, that applied 
in 1990, as it did in '95, as it does today. 

Q All right. 

A When he's — when he's assessing the scene he 
should obviously be considering the age of the 
person, the location where the body was found, and 
any signs of violence. If it were a house, for 
example, there was one more element in there and 
that's intrusion. But in this case obviously 
there was no building so there would — wouldn't 
have been an intrusion. The other thing he had to 
consider is, where was the shoe? And it would be 
-- his responsibility would be done after he made 
the assessment that an investigator were — were 
required because if he would have called an 
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investigator then the investigator becomes the 
lead. And he — and that investigator then 
instructs and directs and is responsible for 
acquiring all of the information at the scene that 
he needs, because there's a significant benefit 
for an investigator to attend the scene at the 
time of the event, for no other reason than just 
to get the lay of the land, to understand it. 

M'hm. What about the situation where there might 
not be an investigator available? 

If there was no investigator available then it — 
then it goes back to the patrol sergeant to do all 
of what I've just described an investigator's 
responsibility to be, and then when the file is 
assigned to get back to that investigator, or vice 
versa, to have that discussion. But I can tell 
you that, and again this is my own experience, in 
1995 if there was no investigator working one 
would have been called out. That's what exists 
today. If there's an event such as this one, an 
investigator would be called out. If there was no 
Major Crime investigator, for whatever reason, 
then another investigator would be identified, 
called out, and given the responsibility to 
investigate this thing. And, of course, if there 
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was — if there just absolutely wasn't any 
investigator and there wasn't any, then the patrol 
sergeant should have searched for that shoe. And 
they did have the Canine, but there's limitations 

to Canine because — 

Q Did you ever work Canine? 

A No, I didn't. 

Q So what — 

A But I worked with Canine. 

Q I see. 

A And I've had Canine do searches for me and they — 
the Canine people tell me or had told me often 
what their limitations were; there's no magic 
here. But the shoe would have been important. 
There was — there was direction that was 
indicated in the file that the person was coming 
from the south going north. I would have gotten 
some resources to actually do a search. Now, 
there's obviously limitations on that as well, but 
I don't see that that was done. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Would have done a search where? 

THE WITNESS: To the south. And you'd've spread 

that — what I would have done is I would have got 
some patrol people, some uniform people, and I 
would have spread them out. 
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1 THE COMMISSIONER: That is south of the field? 

2 THE WITNESS: South of the field, yes. 

3 THE COMMISSIONER: Going to other property. 

4 THE WITNESS: Absolutely. I would have went 

5 south, east and west and just to have a look. 

6 THE COMMISSIONER: Thank you. 

7 THE WITNESS: Then going through the 

8 investigation reports of Jarvis. I thought that 

9 when he got the file, and keeping in mind this was 

10 not Jarvis' fault that he didn't get called out to 

11 this thing. He should have been called out and I 

12 make the assumption that he would have went if he 

13 would have got called out and attended the scene. 

14 I make that assumption. Looking at his report, in 

15 the initial stages at least he made the proper 

16 contacts, but then at the end of the — end of the 

17 shift — I ended up making the assumption he was 

18 working afternoon shift that time, 3:00 to 3:00 or 

19 3:00 p.m. to 3:00 a.m. or something like that. 

20 Those shifts existed back then. They were working 

21 12 hours. Detectives — detectives were working 

22 12-hour shifts and they were working — or could 

23 be working afternoon shift. 

24 He makes the — the suggestion that 

25 at the end of his -- his investigation that the 
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day shift should make further inquiries. Well, 
it's been my experience that when you pick up a 
file you — you follow it up, particularly one 
like this. To have somebody in day shift pick up 
the ball means that you're wasting a lot of time 
because those day shift people have to get up to 
speed, they have to understand what the file is 
all about, and then they have to go out and 
interview people. The best person for that is the 
initial investigator. So — and it's my 
recollection back then not — and I wasn't in — 
in detectives at that particular juncture, but I 
make the assumption that — that if there was a 
request by him to come in on day shift to follow 
that file up, he could have done that. That's my 
recollection, I don't know if that's a fact. 
Because during those days, and I don't know if he 
was on — no, that's right, he worked the 30 th as 
well, so he could have changed his hours or come 
in on overtime. That's what would happen today. 
But back then we were on zero per cent budget 
increases and — and again it's my recollection 
that — that money was extremely tight and that 
overtime was always an issue. It's an issue 
today. But — so there was that opportunity it 
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seemed to me. I know that that opportunity exists 
today, I know it existed when I was working Major 
Crime. So I wouldn't -- I wouldn't be suggesting 
that somebody else pick up this ball, this file, 
this investigation. 

Q Okay. And could you continue with giving us your 
critique of the file? 

THE COMMISSIONER: Excuse me, Mr. Rossmann. But would 

that be so. Deputy, if the investigator thought 
that he or she saw very concrete evidence that a 
more serious investigation should be initiated 
right away by, say. Major Crimes? 

THE WITNESS: But he — he didn't suggest that at 

this juncture — 

THE COMMISSIONER: All right. 

THE WITNESS: — Your Lordship. 

Q Just — 

A Now that you -- 

Q MR. ROSSMANN: Perhaps, Deputy, if you could 

identify which -- which report you're referring 
to. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I'm ahead of myself, then, yes. 

A Yeah. Well, this -- I'll call it investigation 

report number one. And then — and then we go to 
investigation report number two. And again, in — 
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in investigation report number one I seen that the 
follow up that Jarvis did, he did the initial — 
initial contacts and — and the proper contacts 
very well I thought, but then — and then — 
excuse me just for one minute. Yeah, there's — 

Q The report that you've just been looking at, 
that's the — the one dated 29 November? 

A Yes. 

Q By Sergeant Jarvis. 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. And report number two that you're referring 
to is which one? 

A And that would be the one dated November 30 th , 

1990. 

MR. ROSSMANN: Mr. Commissioner, I — I'm assuming 

that you have these in front of you. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I do. 

Q MR. ROSSMANN: Yes. Okay. 

A Then in — in the second investigation report I 
can see that Keith took up — or made the effort 
to check on occurrence — occurrence number 64509 
which was the assault, as a result of receiving 
this Crime Stoppers Tip. But the problem I had 
with it is — is that I -- I don't understand how 
he knew that someone was trying to get back at 
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Pratt. Now, he may have known some information 
that is not in the report, I don't know that. I 
guess that's — that's a criticism there is that 
it isn't reported. There may be some information 
that we're not — we're just not aware of at this 
juncture. 

And then the other thing is, and 
again I may be missing something here, I didn't 
know how he knew that — that Stonechild was at 
Snowberry Downs. I don't know how he got onto 
that. It's not necessarily clear in the report to 
me at least. 

Q Okay. Continue. Is — is there any other things 
that you saw that were either done well or -- or 
not done so well in that report? 

A Well, then he goes on, "On checking the calls 

dispatched I learned that Constable Hartwig had 
attended at this residence." I don't know how he 
learned that. But there's been evidence at this 
Inquiry that either there was a note sent or a — 
or a personal contact. What I would have done, I 
think what most investigators would have done, was 
send a memo requesting that an — an investigation 
report be left by Hartwig detailing what Hartwig 
knew about his attendance at Snowberry Downs. 
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Now there's been some evidence that some of those 
memos were not kept back in those days. 

Absolutely correct. That's right. But again, I 
would have sent the memo out and if there was no 
-- I would have asked for an investigation report 
because that's the best way of getting the 
information attached to the file. And then at the 
end of the day if there was no investigation 
report I would have gone back to Hartwig again and 
told him to leave a report. 

M'hm. Okay. Now, the report details checking 
with any number of other persons that were 
involved in the — or might have had some 
information about the Snowberry Downs incident, 
and did you have any comments with respect to what 
was done there? 

Well, then there's the statement — they got a 
statement from Mr. Roy and they got a statement 
from Mr. Ewart. That's what I would have done. 

But there's obviously a lot of other people 
mentioned here that statements should have been 
gotten from. 

I guess before — before you get onto that, if you 
— if you wish to, what about the suggestion which 
I think is in report number two, the 11 -- or 11 
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— sorry, November 30 th report about he's going on 
weekly leave and then there's some reference to 
Sergeant Brooks. Do you have any comment with 
respect to those notations? 

A I don't understand it. I don't understand where 
Brooks come into this mix. Jarvis was given the 
file to investigate. I -- I'm not clear on how — 
how Brooks got involved with this — this file at 
all, unless Brooks was his partner somehow. I'm 
not sure about that. I haven't been able to 
determine that in my mind at least. 

Q M'hm. Now, we also know that — I think we know 
that when Jarvis came back from his days off the 
file had not gone to Major Crime and he picked up 
the file again. There's no evidence, no 
documentation, about Major Crime having been 
contacted, and my recollection of the evidence is 
that Sergeant Jarvis did not have a recollection 
of doing anything about that either. Is — is 
that something that he should have done or not? 

A Well, as a matter of fact, what I would have done 

— what I would have done, I think, is that if he 
was going on days off he should have probably 
contacted his staff sergeant the next day and 
confirmed that the file had been transferred. 
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Q Is time important in — in a matter such as this? 

A Absolutely. The sooner that these interviews are 

done, the better chance that there is of a clear 
recollection of whatever information any of these 
people may have. And I know that there's been 
discussion around responsibilities, who should be 
doing what, but when it comes to a file such as 
this, when you're the lead investigator you are 
the responsible person, you take on that role, and 
you make sure that if — if you're going to hand 
this thing off to Major Crimes, and I'm not saying 
that that's a bad thing, it's quite proper, that's 
what Major Crime people were for, but at the very 
least you should make sure that it got there. And 
again what I think would have been done in 1990 is 
what would be done today, is that the investigator 
would make a phone call, simple as that, make a 
phone call to the staff sergeant. Because this 
would be an important file to me. 

Q All right. Continue. 

A So he's got the file — got the statements from — 
from Roy and Ewart and — and then he goes on — 
on weekly leave and then he gets back from work 
and there's -- I might just back up. As far as 
I'm concerned, there's nothing the matter with the 
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— the statements that — that he had retrieved 
from — from Roy or from Ewart. They may be — 
they could have been more extensive, I suppose, 
but again I wasn't there and I -- and obviously 
I'm feeling just a little bit uncomfortable 
backseat driving here. I don't know what was 
going on, what else Sergeant Jarvis had on his 
plate at the time either, so — but when you just 
sit down and look at this file, this file alone, 
not knowing all of the other things that have been 
going on with Sergeant Jarvis' file load, I can 
only imagine that he had a huge file load. That 

— but looking at this file and this file alone, 
these are — these are my observations. 

Okay. Now, I think we're coming to report number 
three which is the December 5 report. Have you 
looked at that and do you have any comments about 
that? 

Well, he — he had made the — he had made the 
suggestion that this thing be transferred over to 
Major Crime but then he continues on investigating 
the thing. It seems to me that either one of two 
things should have happened at this juncture, 
either he — he walked over — or — or he went to 
his supervisor and said this thing should be 
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transferred to Major Crime, and even physically do 
that and have that conversation with the staff 
sergeant at Major Crime, ask him who he's going to 
assign to the file. Because, again, there's 
nothing wrong with doing that. Or else he's going 
to continue on with the investigation. Like it's 
at this time you would have to make this decision, 
and it seemed like he made the decision to 
continue on with the investigation. And — 

What about contact with the pathologist, is that a 
normal way to contact the pathologist? At the 
bottom of the report he indicates that, at the 
bottom of page one of the report. 

You're referring to, "I spoke to Dr. Adolph, the 
pathologist?" 

Yes. Is that a normal way to contact the 
pathologist in a situation such as that? 

Again, it could be. The — the — a phone call to 
see whether or not the body had thawed out — oh, 
I'm sorry, I'm -- I'm misreading this thing. That 
the postmortem had been completed on November 
30 th . I would have went and talked to Adolph 
personally. 

Is there any policy about whether an investigator 
should or should not, or need or need not attend 
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an autopsy personally? 

There's no policy that I'm aware of. 

Is there any practice? 

But it's — well, I've attended -- I've attended, 
I'm estimating here, about 90 percent of the 
autopsies that I was involved with investigating. 
M' hm. 

I think that's a fair statement. I know that I 
haven't attended on some occasions and there was 
reasons for that, I think. But under normal 
circumstances an investigator should attend an — 
an autopsy because there's — there may be some 
evidence there that the pathologist could even 
overlook, not — not being at the scene, in this 
case grass or whatever. I -- I don't know. 

M' hm. 

But it's — it's a valuable exercise to go 
through, to attend the autopsies when they're 
occurring. Albeit it's my understanding that 
Morton did attend the autopsy and he was at the 
scene, so maybe there was some comfort level there 
by Jarvis that that was being attended to 
properly. 

Now, after the notes about what Dr. Adolph had to 
say to him, there's a reference to sending the — 


Volume 33 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


642 8 Exam-in-chief D. Wiks 

by Mr. Rossmann 

a sample of blood for alcohol analysis. Is that 
normal in a situation such as that? 

A Yes, it is, and — and I — and I note that it was 
going to the crime lab and if it was a suspicious 
death you would send — send the — the samples to 
the crime lab. If it was not a suspicious death 
or a death that didn't need to be looked into like 
an accident or a natural -- natural death, it's my 
understanding that the samples go to the — to the 
provincial lab to be tested. And there's 
obviously continuity issues, et cetera, et cetera, 
to that, and that's the reason why it goes to the 
crime lab if there's some suggestion that this 
death was a — was suspicious. 

Q I see that there's reference to the — the sample 
going as soon as possible, and that's in the 
middle of the last page of the report. Is that a 
norm? 

A Yes. The sooner -- the sooner you send samples 
down the better it is. I don't know the biology 
around that, but again there's continuity issues 
and that come into play and it just — the sooner 
you do those types of things the better it is. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Mr. Rossmann, is this an 

appropriate time for us to break? 
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MR. ROSSMANN: I think deputy chief — I think 

he's virtually finished — 

THE COMMISSIONER: Oh, fine. 

MR. ROSSMANN: — with his critique of this 

matter, so. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Very well. 

A And then there was the — the — the - 

the report left by I think Sergeant Pfeil at that 
time. 

Q MR. ROSSMANN: Well, just — 

A Oh, I'm sorry. 

Q — skip that one. Do you have anything, any other 
comments with respect to Sergeant Jarvis's last 
report? 

A I was concerned about, and I just don't know how 

he drew the conclusion that — or drew the opinion 
that the Crime Stopper Tip was unfounded. I don't 
know how he came to that conclusion because it's 
not indicated in the report. Now again, he may 
have some information that he just didn't — 
didn't include, or there may be some more case 
report that I'm not aware of. But that concerned 
me, and again this is just based on the 
information that I -- that I had received from 
Constable Louttit. 
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Q M' hm. 

A There's also, obviously, throughout the 

investigation there needed to be witnesses — 
witness statements taken from a number of people, 
and they weren't. The two people that found Mr. 
Stonechild, the M.D. staff, and then — 

Q You're talking about the M.D. Ambulance staff? 

A I'm sorry, yes, the — the medical staff that 
picked up the body and transported it to the 
hospital, what their observations were. And then, 
of course, all of the people noted in the report 
statements should be — should have been obtained 
by — by an investigator. And again he had made 
the suggestion that it go to Major Crime, not — 
not improper at all. That's what those people did 
in those days. But again, he did finish off -- or 
did pick up — pick up the file again and did some 
more work on it. And then he concluded it. And 
it appears to me that it was concluded on December 
the 5 th , and there needed to be a lot more work 
done here. 

MR. ROSSMANN: Okay. I think, Mr. Commissioner, 

this would be an appropriate time to break. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Very well. 

(PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED AT 5:03 P.M.) 
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